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EXAMINATION THE VARIOUS READINGS 
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Seds this passage many editors read és, and 
some writers have defended The latter reading may 
once dismissed untenable, not being supported any 
such authority either the others, and being plainly 
grammatical variation, introduced for the purpose reliev- 
ing apparent impropriety the gender The ques- 
tion then rests between and Seos. Having endeavored 
carefully investigate all the authorities for either reading, 
far they are accessible us, propose give the 
result this labor such form that the reader can easily 
decide for himself between the two readings. 

While this passage supports the divinity Christ, 

not doctrine which rests any single text. 
the result criticism could proved adverse this 
reading, would not affect our general faith. God does 
not leave such important doctrine the Trinity de- 
pend few and feeble arguments that single proof-text 


more less makes any appreciable difference our belief. 
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have perfect confidence the principles our faith, 
and look with feelings concern upon investigations 
the purity the scripture text. Even with the reading 
some the early will seen, deduced from 
this passage the divinity Christ, and Dr. Clarke truly 
says this passsge, that “the same evident; that that 
person was manifest the flesh, whom John the 
ning his gospel styles Seos, 


The authority this source evidence identifying 
the original text paramount all others. Although they 
are not, course, accessible this country, yet accurate 
copies all the older MSS. have been published, and 
the case doubtful readings they have been carefully and 
repeatedly examined the most competent critics. 
collection their researches will satisfactory any 
personal examination, especially have the case 
the older MSS. and excepted) the advantage good 
facsimiles, even photographs, this passage. 

The Codex distinguished and belonging 
the fourth century, clearly reads prima 
chendorf says: prima Another corrector, 
the latest all who have altered this MS., nearly the 
twelfth century, has substituted Seds, but carefully has 
done it, that has left the more ancient writing un- 
This seems leave the reading this most 
ancient MS. kind doubt. Would that could 
say much for some the others. 

The MS., which marked Codex and 
belongs probably the fifth century, has been referred 
authority the advocates cither reading. The form 
now appears, the ordinary contraction for 
but has evidently been altered retouched quite 


Scripture Doctrine the Trinity, Samuel Clarke, D.D. ed., 1732), 
89. 
Codicis Sinaitici, 20. 


late The heavy black line above the letters and 
the point within the are palpably modern, and present 
there trace visible either line drawn the 
original scribe, such were the case. true that the 
superior line heavy that would conceal any earlier 
one, but the mark within the consists simple dot 
within the circle, instead diametral line extending 
across the and might supposed that transverse 
line were originally present, some faint remains might 
yet discovered cither side the central point; but 
such not the case. said, however, that this line, 
originally present, might now completely worn away, 
although faintly seen century two ago. Indeed, the 
passage has been repeatedly examined that this page has 
become somewhat has accordingly been the 
practice the defenders the reading refer the 
whole question the authority the earlier critics who 
have examined our text. But even they speak the old 
line being exceedingly faint, although most them 
assert that traces were visible. noted, 
however, that neither Patricius Junius nor Mr. Huish who 
collated MS. for Walton’s Polyglot makes any definite 
assertion reference this passage. fact Huish, 
whose negative been much relied on, 
case notices the reading the original scribe where 
differs from that the corrector. 

The earliest distinct notice which find the reading 
Mill, who says, his critical edition; published 
A.D. 1707, This transverse line which speak faint 
and evanescent, that first sight did not doubt that 
was written which therefore had placed among the 


Patricius Junius, curator the royal library the time 
Charles Sce Nov. Test., Vol. I., Proleg. pp. 20, 21, also Wot- 
ton’s Clement, Cap. pp. 26, 27. 

Griesb. Symbol. Crit., Vol. Others say that the passage itself has 
not been defaced, only that part the page being affected where the hand has 
rested while holding the microscope. The facsimile given Porter seems 
confirm the statement. 
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various roadings, but afterwards, having more carefully 
examined the passage (perlustrato attentius loco), found 
some marks and remains sufficiently distinct (satis certa) 
the line which first had escaped examination, 
especially towards the left side, where touches the cir. 

Next after Mill find that the passage was examined 
what Mill had supposed himself see, perlustrato attentius 
loco,” but failed find any traces the more ancient 
lines. 1718 Henry Wotton seems have found the 
transverse line quite plain compared with the previous 
experience Mill and Wetstein. says: this MS., 
without doubt, was always read Seds will 
readily discovered any one who inspects quite 
carefully 

About twenty years later, Rev. Berriman made care- 
ful examination this passage, with several his friends; 
the result which was published 1741. says: 
have several times carefully examined this manuscript 
myself, and though could never perceive any part the 
old transverse line the naked eye (nor others who were 
with me, whose eyes were better than mine), yet the aid 

glass and the advantage the sun shining the book, 
could see some part the old line toward the left hand 
the new stroke within the circle the and the same 


was seen two gentlemen who viewed the same 

time one whom also could discern some remainder 

the old line towards the right hand, well the other 

towards the left.” 
will seen that the transverse stroke was faint that 

could only seen the most minute examination, and 

then only with microscope, the leaf being held the sun- 


Mill’s Nov. Test., Tim. iii. 16. 

Wetstein’s Nov. Test., Proleg. xx. 

Epistles Clement, (Oxford, 1718). 
Berriman’s Works, Vol. pp. 155, 156. 


light. was left for Wetstein, the year 1746, explain 
the faint appearance this line. His discovery may best 
given his own words. says: asked old 
friend take into the Royal Library, and when had 
done it, and carefully examined this passage the 
drian MS., not only with the naked eye, but with various 
kinds glasses, pronounced that had originally been 
written other way than but when sought to- 
wards the left for the line Mill and found 
indeed, but when wished show friend, could 
not, because had vanished; and when the line alternately 
appeared and again disappeared, and was little per- 
plexed the phantasm, friend, with his peculiar pene- 
tration, immediately suggested the cause, and showed that 
the line was not written the page where 
but the other side the leaf, where writ- 
the first letter the word For when the 
book was laid the table, often the leaf which 
were considering was placed the following leaves that 
should touch and cover the whole the next leaf, the 
line could not seen, because the parchment was opaque; 
but soon the leaf was raised and separated from the 
following leaves that both sides should shone upon, not 
only was this line seen through the translucent parchment, 
but even whole letters and words.”! This explanation 
Wetstein, that the supposed faint transverse line was only 
the sagitta the seen through the thin vellum, prob- 
ably the true one. Woide, the learned editor this Codex, 
endeavored his Prolegomena throw discredit upon it; 
but has been defended Porter,? 
and more lately satisfactorily that there 
seems but little room doubt its correctness. 


Wetstein’s Nov. Test., Vol. I., Proleg. xxii. 
Cod. (ed. Tischendorf), xlii. 
Principles Text. Critic., 487. 
Text Griesb. Nov. Test., 228. 
Tim. iii. 16; also note 100. This note seems 
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astonishing how many errors Dr. Henderson 
compressed into the single page which devotes the 
Alexandrian MS. says: “This proof (of its reading 
nius, Huish, Mill, Wotton, Croyk, Berriman, Ridley, Hewitt, 
and Pilkington, who carefully and minutely inspected the 
passage before became illegible, and found the genuine 
transverse line the these names may added 
those Walton, Tell, Bentley, and Grabe, all whom had 
access this MS. earlier period, and who concur 
its exhibiting not OC. The evidence thus elicited 
was attempted set aside Wetstein, who first 
examining the MS. was able discover stroke, and 
conjectured that what Mill had taken for was merely the 
side the leaf, which made its appearance through tho 
vellum; but inspecting the more minutely afterwards, 
found that the fine stroke which was originally the 


the letter was discoverable each end the fuller 


stroke, with which some corrector had retouched 


most satisfactory, especially coming from sound His experiment 
consists having the leaf the light, that the edge instrument 
held the side the leaf, exactly over the sagitta the can seen 
through the observer looking the suspected letter. opposition 
Woide, finds that this sagitta exactly corresponds with the supposed 
transverse line the Scrivener however, his Introduction the 
Criticism the New Test. (1859), 453, that Ellicott’s too 
delicate remarkable that neither Tregelles, nor Scrivener, 
who has examined this passage “twenty times within many (p. 453), 
has noticed Prof. statement that pinhole, made some one the 
extremity the sagitta, falls upon the supposed transverse One 
could hardly suppose that pinhole distinct pointed out, 
Prof. Porter says, Sir Madden, the MSS. the Museum, could 
have become worn out the lapse time. may add that Prof. Porson 
spent two days examining this passage, and was satisfied that the original read- 
ing was és. Sce Porson’s Tracts, 290. 

the suspicion Woide that some critics, like may 
have failed see the transverse line because they did not wish so, may 
placed the testimony who affirmed that the reading was certainly 
although, informed Woide, had expected and desired read 
Vide Spohr’s Woide’s Proleg., 181. 

Biblical Repository, Vol. 82. 
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are almost many errors assertions. will 
examine his statements order. 

Junius nowhere makes the slightest reference this 
passage. 

The same true Huish. The only foundation for 
that Huish collated this Codex for Walton’s 
Polyglot, and failed notice any various reading this 
passage. The word had been previously altered re- 
touched, and does not notice the 

Mill found the genuine transverse line” faint that 
first his Various Readings referred this MS. 
authority for 

Wotton certainly defends the reading but even 
says can only seen examining the letter 
tioribus oculis. 

who informed Berriman that remem- 
bered having plainly seen the transverse line twenty-five 
years about the year 1716. This the only au- 
thority which have been able discover that was 
ever all distinct, and shall obliged throw dis- 
credit upon it, was about the time Wetstein’s first 
examination, and long after that Mill. 

Berriman distinctly asserts that could never per- 
ceive any part the old transverse line the naked eye,” 
although able the help glass “perceive some 
when the leaf was held the full sunshine. 

Ridley, Gibson, Hewitt, and Pilkington were the four 
gentlemen who examined the passage with Berriman all 
whom were indebted the combined advantages 
microscope and the bright sunlight for their discovery. 

Walton, Tell, Bentley, and Grabe did not have 
cess this MS. earlier period” than some before 
mentioned. fact, Junius took charge when first 
presented Charles 

Walton never, far known, examined this pas- 


Berriman’s Diss., 154, also Proleg. Alex. MS., 31. 
Nolan’s Greek Vulgate, 285, also Woide’s Proleg., xxx. 


q 
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sage, but confided the collation this MS. Huish. 
possible that Henderson refers Wotton, whose name has 
been Latinized into Waltonus by. and perhaps 

10. Dean Tell, afterwards Bishop Oxford, published 
edition the Greek Testament his name, 
ever, being suppressed. collation this MS. was 
drawn chiefly from Junius and Huish. says nothing 
the reading this passage. 

11. Bentley, far can learn, nowhere speaks the 
reading this MS. certainly not his Essay 
Freethinking, nor the Notes for his projected edition, 
which have been published. 

12. Grabe edited the Old Testament portion the Al- 
exandrian Codex, and his MS. the New Testament 
portion, preserved the Bodleian, this note:? “Some 
modern pen, know not whose, has heavily retouched the 
line within the and also the stroke drawn over the word, 
lest otherwise should read Grabe says nothing 

13. The statement Henderson reference Wet- 
stein’s subsequent discovery the nearly obliterated trans- 
verse line incorrect almost every particular. may 
true that, when first England, supposed one 
occasion while examining this MS., that saw the old line, 
and told Berriman’s anonymous correspondent; but, 
this was twenty-five years before found that the phan- 
tasm the line was due the stroke the other side 
the leaf; that the last statement Henderson utterly 
incorrect. Had appended references his statements, 
their correctness could have been more easily verified. 

The Vatican MS., does not contain this Epistle. 

fifth century, over which has been written part the 


works Ephraem Syrus. The ancient text has been chem- 


xxii. 
Quoted Woide, pp. xxx and 76, Spohr’s Leipsic ed., 421. 


> 


ically restored, and has been published Tischendorf, who 
has also given beautiful facsimile this passage. 
This MS. had been regarded authority for till Wet- 
stein questioned its reading. says: think, has 


for the slender line which converts into not appar- 


ent,! and the other line, drawn over the letters sign 
contraction for and which elsewhere drawn evenly 
over them, made, with more heavy and unskilful 
stroke, that seems betray different hand.”? This 
supposed inelegance, other critics, Woide and 
failed but Griesbach, his notice this 
ably and satisfactorily defends the opinion Wet- 
stein. Since the ancient text has been restored, and the 
transverse stroke the brought light, Tischendorf 
has found fresh reason believe that the relative was the 
original reading. His facsimile seems confirm this opin- 
ion. even goes far assign the change his 
second corrector, relying the character the strokes 
and the color the Tregelles confirms the reading 

Codex Claromontanus, dates from the seventh 
eighth century, and was written Latin 
contains the Greek and Latin texts parallel columns. 
present reads but has been conclusively proved 
and now generally admitted, that the 
original reading was The change was made erasing 
enough the original convert into and then 
prefixing which could readily done, the word 
happens begin the The will then, course, 


The transverse line was not visible till the writing had been chemically 
restored. 

Wetstein’s Nov. Test. Tim. iii. 16. 

Symbol. Crit., Vol. pp. 

Codex Reser. (ed. xli. 

Printed Text Griesb. Nov. Test., 228. 

Symbol. Crit., Vol. pp. xliv, 

The same explanation this altcration given his Epist. 
Ed. Nov. Test. prefixed Kiister’s edition Mill (1708). 

XXII. No. 85. 
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protrude beyond the regular commencement the line, 
while shape more circular than the same letter 
drawn the original scribe, and the has the general 
outlines the out which was made. This MS., 
the only one known which has and reading unique 
doubt referable the Latin scribe, who accommodated 
the relative his Latin text, which has Tischendorf 
has also edited this MS. and says: most certain that 
the first hand wrote and the third 

The MSS., designated and Augiensis and Boerneri- 


about the ninth century, agree reading They 


closely resemble each other, and seem copics the 
same exemplar. Scrivener has given, his 
photograph this passage, which shows that right 
saying, most facsimile this passage 

and Moscow MSS. the ninth tenth century, 
have 

All the cursive MSS. agree reading with the 
exception (33 the Gospels, called sometimes the 
Queen the 73, and 181. 

Reviewing the testimony the MSS., find that all 
which are older than the ninth century, either probably 
certainly, have relative, and that relative, with one ex- 
ception, while all later date, but three, read 
point antiquity, the great preponderance for 
point numbers, for 


VERSIONS. 


Next value the MSS. means determining the 
true state the sacred text, stand the Ancient Versions. 
With remarkable unanimity all which possess any critical 
value reject the reading The only question is, which 
relative they favor, The difference between 
them slight not affect the sense, the mystery 


282. 
Test. (ed. Matthaci), Vol 286. 


referred personally Christ, the under- 
stood many the early Fathers. may translated 
Godliness,” i.e. “Christ, who which was manifested the 

The Old Latin Version gives us: manifeste magnum 
est pietatis sacramentum, quod manifestatum est carne, jus- 
tificatum est spiritu. Many have held here that quod 
implies necessarily the neuter relative But see 
valid reason why may not have been translated the 
neuter more strict grammatical conformity with its 
supposed antecedent, since and sacramentum were 
understood the translator bea title 
such minute point must refer back the MSS. 
which strongly oppose Versions are hardly competent 
witnesses for the distinction gender. 

Jerome, his revised version, retains the exact words 
the Old Latin just quoted. Henderson refuses receive 
the reading the Vulgate any authority for that Jer- 
ome, notwithstanding also reads Qui manifestatus est 
his Commentary Isaiah, till can proved that his 
revision extended this part the Old an- 
swer would say that there are this very verse two 
variations between the Vulgate and the Old Latin pub- 
lished Labatier. Jerome’s version, more strict ac- 
cordance with the Greek, omits hoc before mundo, and reads 
assumptus for absumptus. 

Nearly quite equal value the Latin Versions 


are the Syriac. The old Peschito translates this 


And truly great the mystery godliness, which 
[orwho] was manifested inthe flesh, and wasmanifested inthe 
Here the relative refers Henderson 


endeavors show that may conjunction, and the 


Henderson’s Defence the Mystery Godliness, 29, Biblical Repos- 
itory, Vol. II. 17. 
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passage Great the mystery godliness, 
that he,” God, referring the clause house God” 
the fifteenth verse, was manifested the most 
improbable supposition. 

The Version, made 508, generally re- 
markable for its servile adherence the Greek. Its 


mystery the good fear God, who [or which] was mani- 
fested the The only question which can raised 
here whether “the good fear God” regarded 
compound expression equivalent White, 
who edited this version, regards it, and translates the 
whole clause simply pietatis. remarkable, however, 
that this the only case which translated 
good fear God its usual equivalent 
being simply good The addition 
God, seems then favor while the use the 


relative és. Tim. ii. 10, the same full form, 
good fear God, occurs the translation and 
would seem probable that the translator either found that 
reading the present passage, or, which more probable, 
was aware that both and Seds were current, and endeav- 
ored combine them both his translation. Mar Xen- 
ayas, under whose auspices this version was made, was one 
the leaders the Monophysite controversy, and 
doubt acquainted with the charge made against Macedonius 
this passage. 

the margin this version added ille, which 


White thinks was meant inserted before 
fuller form the relative, but without rendering its gen- 
der any But this seems too trivial alteration 
even for the Philoxenian conjecture that 


— 


White’s Philox. Version, Tim. iii. 16; also note, 338. 
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intended take the place God, which case 


the margin would favor és. mistaken,no reli- 
ance can placed this version support either 
reading. 

Version belongs probably the fourth 
fifth century. printed the London Polyglot, 


the mystery truth, which [or who] appeared the flesh 
man.” word here used translate the 
masculine gender, that nothing can gathered from 
this version decide between and Lawrence asserts 
that both the Peshito and the Aethiopic indisputably favor 
that the following clauses the verse cannot grammat- 
ically connected copulative, but that the passage must 
translated the Unitarians translate it. ‘He who was 
manifested the flesh was justified,’ etc., but all the ver- 
sions alluded the subsequent clauses are grammatically 
connected copulative.”! does not seem have 
occurred Lawrence that might translated, the mys- 
tery godliness who, who, was manifested the 
flesh, [and who] was etc. Augustine? and many 
others, quoting this passage, refer the mystery personally 
Christ. 

Platt’s edition the Aethiopic Version the 


Great who was seen the flesh man.” 
hardly help believing that this variation peculiar 
the single MS. which Mr. Platt used editing the epistles. 
certainly not founded the Greek. But the varia- 
tion serves, least, discredit Henderson’s statement, that 
the relative may regarded conjunction, like 


Remarks Griesb. Classif., 79. Sermon 204. 
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the Syriac, and the Latin, for this shorter form 


the verse, preceded only the demonstrative THH. 

The Coptic Memphitic Version, which has been referred 
the third century, edited both Wilkins and 
cher, translates ITI and for 
the relative gives ET, ille qui. 

the Thebaic Version, which perhaps even more 
ancient, the form almost identical with the 
Both certainly have the relative, but not distinguish its 
gender. 

The Gothic Version, the fourth century, translates 
the feminine substantive runa, and connects 
with the masculine relative saci, which seems require 
rather than The adjective mikils, great, also mas- 
culine, though connected with the feminine runa, the 
mystery being referred personally Christ, and the gender 
mikils being determined the idea rather than the 
grammatical form the noun with which connected. 

The Armenian Version, belonging the fifth century, 
plainly has relative. 

The various Arabic Versions are all too modern pos- 
sess any critical authority, unless exception made 
favor MS. version preserved the Vatican. With the 
exception the Arabic the Polyglot they all have 
relative. 

The Slavonic and Georgian, which are even 
the Arabic, are said favor 

will, then, seen that all the versions made previous 
the sixth century have the relative, and that, with the 
apparent exception the Gothic, they leave its gender 
doubt, point which can decided only the 
MSS. these afford but very slight support 6,—only 
single copy having this reading, and then probably arising 
from grammatical accommodation the Latin which 
written beside it, —the versions may confidently adduced 
unanimously supporting 
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III. THE FATHERS. 


Our third source evidence the authority the 
Fathers. All their citations which have any bearing upon 
our text will endeavor give from minute personal 
examination the original authorities, omitting, however, 
those Latin Fathers who did not also use the Greek, and 
who are therefore authority only for the Old Latin the 
always discover the original text the Fathers, espe- 
cially quotations scripture, because scribes, and too 
often editors, have altered these quotations make 
them correspond with their own copies the 


Accordingly may rely with more confidence the 


comments connected with our text than the words 
which now quoted. The mere citation this 
passage with the reading sure sign that such was 
the real reading author, for the temptation change 
has been very strong, while, all the later MSS. 
have and this also seems the more orthodox reading, 
there has been since the sixth century such tendency 
aller This being the citation this 
passage with.the reading almost certainly has not been 
altered, while with the reading may have suffered 
corruption. This principle may expressed more gen- 
terms: when two readings one has later 
period become universal, the writings the early Fathers 
may all honesty intention altered accord 
with the received reading, but not with the obsolete one. 
accordance with this rule, citation with the reading 
has more probably not been altered than with the reading 

Again, the passage may alluded such way 
indicate what was the author’s reading, although not 
formally quoted. read that “the mystery godli- 
ness was manifested the may sure that the 
writer’s copy the scriptures contained only relative 
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between and the other hand, 
author frequently allude this passage, persistently 
connecting with some form may sure 
that read this passage the Textus Receptus, while 
generally connects with such subjects 
able proof that was not. his copy, although the 
presumption much weakened such subjects are con- 
nected with the subsequent predicates. Thus, little can 
gathered from Origen’s remark: Saviour said have 
been received into glory.” 

may added Latin translations Greek Fathers 
that they are especially worthy confidence, correctly 


expressing the original, cases where they show 


tion from the Vulgate. 

The following Fathers clearly support 

from the Ancoratus Epiphanius, taken him into his 
Panarium. The two passages have been generally quoted 
independent authorities, and correctly so, Epiphanius 
himself transferred these sections from one work the 

the Ancoratus, now have it, omitted,? 
remarkable omission the reading had been 

Theodorus Mopsuestia. 407. 

manifested the flesh, justified the spirit; saying 
was justified the spirit either because, etc.” 

Consonantia apostolus dicit, manifeste magnum est 


Tom. 894 1682). single MS. little note 
said read for viz. the Cod. Rhedig. the fifteenth century, 
his edition the Panarium, Vol. Part 157. 

Ancor. 69, Tom. 894. 

Incarn. ap. Leont. Fragm. 21. Maii Script. Vet. Vat. Coll., 
Tom. VI. 308. The same passage translated into Latin Fr. Turrianus 
may found Basnage’s Thesaurus, Tom. 588. 
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pietatis mysterium, qui manifestatus est carne, 
“And agreeably with this the apostle says: ‘And 
controversy, great the mystery godliness, who 
was manifested the flesh, justified the Note 
here, that this old translation from the Greek varies from 
the Vulgate having mysterium for sacramentum, and qui 
manifestatus instead the neuter form, and therefore 
doubt correctly represents the original Theodorus. 

Less decisive its present form the following: 

Christum justificatum factum virtute 
Sancti Spiritus, sicut beatus Paulus modo quidem dicit quod 
justificatus est “Christ was justified and made 
spotless the agency the Holy Spirit, Paul says, 
one place, that was justified the spirit,” etc. 

place Theodorus speaks Christ not 
head dwelt comment hardly appropriate had 
read 

Cyril Alexandria. 412. This author has been 
quoted times favoring but may abundantly 
proved that his real reading és. several times quotes 
this passage. 

err, not knowing the scriptures, 
nor indeed the great mystery godliness, that is, Christ, 
who was manifested the flesh, justified the spirit, etc. 
for the mystery godliness could nothing else, think, 
than the Word God the Father sent us, who was mani- 


Incarn., Lib. x111., ap. Concil. Constant. II., Mansi, Tom. IX. col. 221. 
Henderson calls both Theodorus and Epiphanius Latin Fathers,” 
pp. 35, 64. 

Baptizandos, Mansi, Tom. IX. col. 218. 

Thid., col. 206. 

Incarn. Unig. Dial. VIII. (ed. Aubert), Tom. Part pp. 680, 681 
also, nearly the same words, Recta Fide, Tom. Part. 11. 

XXII. No. 85. 
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fested the flesh.” This explanation necessarily 
the reading for takes its place, the mystery 
evidently the great doctrine redemption through the 
God-man, and not the person the Word God. 

manifested the flesh, justified the spirit; for 
way was overcome our infirmities.” The same 
sage exists Latin translation Marius Mercator, 
418, the following form: Divinus Paulus magnum qui- 
dem sit esse Mysterium pietatis, vere res ita habet. 
Manifestatus est enim carne, cum sit Deus Verbum; 
justificatus est autem spiritu, nullo enim modo nostris 
videtur infirmitatibus This quotation the 
Greek form Oecumenius has been universally but erro- 
neously supposed refer the citation quoted below 
from the Twelve but Oecumenius distinctly 
states that was taken from the twelfth chapter the 
Scholia the very place where find 

into the text, the comment upon the passage. 
Cyril engaged upholding the divinity Christ, and 
without dwelling the word indubitably would, 
(notice that Adyos, and not 
made the subject). the Word, being said 
have become incarnate, and this without dropping his 


Schol. Incarn. Unig., Cap. 12, ap. Oecum. Comm. Tim. iii. (Par., 
1631), Tom. II. 227. 

Cyril, Tom. Part 785, also Mar. (ed. Migne), col. 1013. 

Occumenius introduces the quotation with the words 
frequently quoted the margin MSS. 

Recta Fide, Tom. Part 11. 153. 

This Adyos, quite common with Cyril; cf. Id. pp. 
94D. 


, 
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divinity, but continuing the same that ever had been, 
then great, and confessedly great, the mystery godli- 
The argument for Christ’s divinity drawn from 
the fact that the mystery called great, and not from the 
common man, how has been manifested the flesh? 
rather, not evident that all men are the flesh, and 
cannot seen any This Father thus goes 
draw his argument from the predicates 
etc., and bases not the slightest proof the word 
the angels see us? and what there strange mysterious 
if, being different from us, some the angels saw him? 
And how was preached the Gentiles?” And Cyril 
proceeds comment the remaining clauses the verse, 
from each which concludes that Christ must have 
been God. then closes with these words: Great, then, 
for the Word has been manifested the flesh, 
being also God; was also justified the spirit; was 
also seen angels; was preached also the Gentiles; 
and believed the inhabitants the world, 
truth the Son God and the Father, and who appeared 
the not the context clear that Cyril did not 
recognize 

place also the text Cyril has been tampered with, the 
that was manifested the flesh? not evident that 


The words enclosed brackets are omitted Euthymius Zigadenus his 
citation this passage from Cyril (vid. Greck Test., Vol. Pref. 
Cath. Epp., also Max. Biblioth., Tom. XIX. 165 they are not 
lated Aubert’s Latin Version, nor are they necessary for the sense. They 
are, doubt, spurious. Cf. Griesb. Symbol. Crit., Tom. 
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was most certainly the Word which from God the Fa- 
ther? for will the mystery godliness great. 
was seen also angels ascended into heaven; was 
preached unto the Gentiles the holy apostles; was 
lieved the world. means can then say that 
was mere man, like us; but God was made the 
flesh, even are.” This passage taken like 
the one previously quoted, shows that Cyril read 3s, for 
were most strange that with the word before him, 
should have omitted speak when much his pur- 
pose, and should have endeavored prove that 
was divine the use the word the mys- 
tery not being confessedly great” unless the man Christ 
Jesus also God. Can believe that would have 
felt obliged fortify his proof tlie divinity him who 
was manifested the flesh, showing that the further 
statements regard him, “was seen angels, was 
preached the Gentiles,” etc., are inconsistent with his 
mere humanity, this very text had called Christ God? 
possible that keen champion orthodoxy Cyril 
would, professedly quoting passage prove the di- 
vinity Christ, have withheld all reference the most 
important word it, and expended his strength drawing 
comparatively feeble deductions? Would have been 
content with throwing sand when might have hurled 
cannon ball the heretics? did not certainly set the 
same value upon had it, some later critics. 
any one inclined doubt that Cyril here read let 
him compare with these passages the same Father’s com- 
ment Col. 26, “the mystery which has been hidden 
from ages,” etc., and see how similarly the argument 
there drawn from the word mystery. “For the mystery 
would not great, nor worth speaking of, unless re- 
gard Christ God,” 


4 


writes: Without controversy great the mystery god- 
liness: God [as now edited] was manifested the fiesh, 
What then the meaning this, ‘He was manifested 
means that the Word, who from God the 
Father, became flesh, not that his nature was transmitted 
into flesh any conversion change, etc.” Does not the 
context here render probable that corruption 
és? quoting this clause, Cyril omits the Seds, 
fact which casts much suspicion upon it. Griesbach and 
others loosely assert that MSS. read this passage, but 
can find particular MS. specified which preserves this 
reading. doubt these assertions rest Wetstein’s 
statement that and those who made catenae from 
them, read Those who made the catenae referred 
must have found the reading Cyril’s Scholia Incarn., 
cap. 12, rather Oecumenius’s quotation from it; but 
there proof that Wetstein ever found any MS. 
the Twelve Anathematisms. 

Other allusions are less decisive as,— 

only-begotten appeared us, for was seen the 
earth.” 

flesh.” 

two passages Cyril might seem favor 

become man, although other respect human except 
what was visible, was preached unto the Gentiles, was be- 
lieved the world.” Here made the subject 
the later predicates, but not 


Explan., Cap. Anath. 11., Tom. VI. 148. 

Recta Fide, Cf. Adv. Nest., Tom. VI. 61. 


this.... the apostle teaches us, saying: ‘And without contro. 
versy, great the mystery godliness. God was manifes- 
ted the flesh,’ etc. connects not only the manifestation 
with the flesh, but, according the absurdity the heretics, 
the justification but was justified the 
tion the Spirit. Was then the justifying superior 
the justified Son? means; for our was 
justified through the God manifested him, who was joined 
inseparably with him, etc.” This comment seems rather 
favor but means conclusive. have found 
other reference Cyril favorable the received 
text. has not before been collated.. 

will seen from these quotations that Cyril certainly 
read has formally cited this passage seven times. 
three these cases still retained; the others 
has suffered corruption. The only wonder is, that any 
case has escaped. three the four cases where 
now read the context demands 4s. 

The negative evidence nearly strong the positive. 
Why has Cyril occasion, while proving Christ’s di- 
vinity, relied this evidently does not regard 
proof-text the first class, why did not quote 
this passage the thirty-second chapter his Thesaurus, 
which, with the scriptures evidently before him, col- 
lects seriatim the passages which seem him prove that 
“the Son his nature God, and so, not made, nor 
selects less than five texts from Tim.; 


Incarn. Dom., Script. Vet. Vat. Coll. (ed. Mai), Tom. VIII. Part 
11. 97, Mai’s Script. Nov. Biblioth., Tom. II. 68. 
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and unaccountable that should have overlooked this 
passage, had read 

less significant that this Father fails adduce our 
text opposition Julian, who asserted that neitlier 
Paul nor Matthew nor Luke dared call Jesus 
although does refer such passages Rom. 
which Christ called God over all,” Cor. ii. which 
called “the Lord glory,” and Rom. viii. which 
the “Spirit Christ” also called “the Spirit God.” 
Ihave dwelt greater length the reading Cyril, 
has been made the subject much controversy. 
may now most confidently cited favoring 

Gelasius. Scr. 476. His history the Council 
Nice not perfectly reliable, and not therefore 
give his account the proceedings authority 
reading the Council, but solely for that Gelasius, 
although claims have drawn his facts from Eusebius, 
Rufinus, and others, and especially from old MSS. cer- 
tain John Presbyter. 

The philosopher Phaedo asks: How was seen 
earth, and associated man with men, was the un- 
changeable God? Answer the holy fathers, Macarius, 
St. Paul, ‘Great the mystery godliness, who was mani- 
fested the flesh, that is, the Son God. Then was 
seen also angels, since neither angels nor archangels, 
nor any the heavenly hosts, the Only-begotten visible, 
for ‘no one hath seen God any the editions 
printed but, least four MSS., including those from 
which Gelasius was first printed, read 


Cont. Jul., Tom. VI. 327 
Lib. Cap. 23, Coll. Concil. Mansi, Tom. II. col. 871. 
Berriman’s Diss., 180. 
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sus, who after the dispensation his presence the flesh, 
the great mystery godliness, written, having been 
manifested the flesh and seen angels,” 

“The holy city Jerusalem, which 
the great mystery godliness was manifested. 
the great mystery godliness, having been manifested and 
completed for the salvation the world, etc.” both 
these passages, the fact that the mystery said have been 
manifested, sufficient proof that the author did not read 
that was Ifthis latter reference taken 
from genuine letter Theodorus and Sabas, will carry 
back its date nearly century. 

The following writers probably read 

Origen. 230. “Ne forte qui verbum caro fac- 
tus apparuit positus carne, sicut apostolus dicit: quia 
[read qui] manifestatus est carne, justificatus Spiritu, 
apparuit angelis,’ hoc quod apparuit angelis, non absque 
evangelio, sicut nobis quidem Nor per- 
haps did who, the Word made flesh, appeared placed 

the flesh, the apostle says, who was manifested the 
flesh, justified the spirit, seen angels,’ when seen 
angels appear them without gospel, any more than 
men.” have only the Latin version Rufinus, who 
certainly omits and, read for quia, also gives 
the equivalent for és. Two other trivial allusions are 
made our passage Origen. 


Gelas. Mansi, Tom. II. col. 761. 

Vita Sabac, Sect. 52. has 50. 
Vita Sect. Ep. Anast. Imp. 

Comm. Rom. (ed. Ruc), Tom. IV. 465. 
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seen,” referring not 

ris] adds what has said that ‘the mystery was mani- 
fested the This would seem itself quite con- 
clusive that Apollinaris did not read but the quotation 


his words here made Gregory very brief, and per- 


haps not exact. 

flesh was manifested the flesh truly God, complete 
true and divine perfection.” The reading this passage 
found Franc. Turrianus perhaps preferable: who 
without flesh was manifested the flesh truly one,” 
especially the writer immediately adds, not two persons, 
nor two natures.” Wetstein, however, quotes this passage 
with apud Photium, cod. 280.” 

Jerome. 378. Not only did this Father retain the 
relative his version, but quotes this Qui ap- 
paruit carne, justificatus spiritu,” literally trans- 
lated than his version. 

Chrysostom. 386. were first inclined class 
this Father among those whose reading quite 
but more careful examination facts not before collected, 
inclines the belief that probably read Although 
his homilies have suffered from frequent transcription more 


Cont. Cels., Lib. Tom. 467 

Comm. Matth. xix. 14, Tom. III. 660 

App. Greg. Nyss. Antirrhet. (ed. Zacagn.), 138. 

Vet. Vat. Coll. (ed. Mai), pp. 147, work here quoted was 
generally ascribed Gregory Thaumaturgus, but Leontius Byzantinus, his 
Fraud. Apollinist., says falsely ascribed heretics this Father, being 
really production Apollinaris. 

Ap. Leontius Byzant., Fraud. Apollinist. Basn. Thes. Tom. 609. 

Comment. Isa. (ed. Martiani, Par., 1704), Tom. III. col. 387. 

XXII. No. 85. 
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than the writings any ether Father, and the reading 
now found three passages his works, yet two 
these cases there are important various readings which con- 
tradict his printed text. 

out controversy, written, great the mystery 
ness God was manifested the flesh, justified the spirit, 
that is, the dispensation over us.” Here the text scrip 
ture has has been abundantly proved the case 
Cyril, little reliance can placed this fact. Let 
compare the context. Chrysostom proceeds: 
more [the old dispensation, bells, nor the holy 
holies, nor the high priest.” 
[High priest] leads the subject, saying: was mani- 
fested the flesh,’ that is, the Demiurge was, says, seen 
the flesh, justified the spirit. Wherefore says 
without controversy great, for really for God be- 
came man God. man was seen without sin, 
man was received up, was preached unto the world.” 
ing this passage now stands, does not seem probable 
that has suffered corruption? Chrysostom had writ- 
ten Seds, would have felt necessary elucidate very 
plain word the explanatory clause 
Would thus have emphasized the humanity Christ, 
man was seen without sin, man was received up, was 
preached unto the world,” the passage just quoted had 
possessed the subject these very verbs? But 
have external evidence that the words Chrysostom have 
been tampered with. Cramer gives another form taken from 
catena which takes the place Seds, thus; eis 
“To another High priest leads the subject, that 


Tim. iii. 16, Tom. XI. pp. 605, 606. 
Cramer’s Catena Tim. iii. 16, 31. 
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was manifested the flesh, being the Creator.” This read- 
ing finds strong confirmation Latin translation which 
reads altiora profecto nos subvehit, quod scilicet 
carne manifestatus est This translation made 
directly from old MS. agrees with the Greek given 
Cramer, which all probability the more correct reading, 
the alteration would more. naturally made pur- 
pose conforming the supposed words scripture 
than the contrary. 

Having spoken Christ invisible, because the 
image the invisible God, Chrysostom adds, according 
elsewhere said, God was manifested the flesh, 
wonder not it; for the manifestation had regard the 
flesh, and not the invisible essence. For Paul shows that 
invisible, not only men but the higher intelli- 
gences for having said that was manifested the flesh, 
adds that was seen angels.” The context here does 
not especially confirm oppose Seds, here 
quoted the text; but some MSS. here have for 
was manifested the flesh,’ for the manifestation had refer- 


This translation find Chrysost. Enarr. Pauli Epp. (Antwerp, 1544), 
Vol. fol. 36, interprete,” very likely Bergundio Pisanus the 
twelfth century. also found the Frankfort reprint (1697-98) Fronto 
Ducaeus’s Paris edition Chrysostom. 

Joan. Hom. XV., Tom. VIII. pp. 85, 86. 

(1612), Tom. II. 613, 1.27. For the facts reference this 
passage Chrysostom, also for the quotations from Theodorus Studites, and 
for much other valuable assistance, are indcbted the combined kindness 
and learning Mr. Ezra Abbott, Cambridge, Mass. 
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ence the flesh, reading gives equally good 
sense, and bears internal marks genuineness. confir. 
mation it, compare the Latin translation made from 
MS. the fifteenth century Francesco Accolti Arezzo 
Aretinus.] reads the most exact conform. 
ity with the variation given Savil: Propterea inquit 
Qui manifestatus carne,’ manifestatio autem per carnem 
non est secundum 

the Benedictine edition this Father, after having 
noted comparatively unimportant various reading but 
three lines before our text, Montfaucon adds, apparent 
reference this passage, sequentibus quoque, verbo 
tenus Would that had given the exact 
authority for what implies unimportant verbal 
variation.” 

“But that, when was God, should willing 
become man, etc., here ground for astonishment and awe, 
and wonder this St. Paul said, And without contro- 
versy, great the mystery godliness,’ péya; 
capxi, what respect great? God was 
manifested the This would seem require 
the true reading, Chrysostom had not, with character- 
istic freedom quotation, the same sentence coupled 
with direct quotation from Heb. ii. 16: yap 
“For God took not him- 
self the form angels.” 

According justice [i.e. the Spirit] 
that which had been made, [i.e. the humanity Christ], 
for said, was manifested the flesh, justified the 
the same Frankfort edition just referred to. 


Homil. Philog., Tom. 497 published also ascholium Mat- 
thaei, Pref. Cath. Epp. 


Apud Cyr. Adv. Nest, Tom. VI. 103 


Reading for accordance with repleverit Cassian 
and replevit Arnobius, though Mar. Merc. has reformavit. 
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Not only striking word Seds here omit- 
ted, but the insertion would make the citation pecu. 
liarly apposite, being translated who appeared the 
flesh, was made just the spirit,” 
Marius Mercator his translation this sermon Nesto- 
nor Arnobius? although the latter 
the masculine form translate 

Eutherius Syanensis. 431. “To united flesh 
not converted into flesh, wherefore said, 
the flesh, not that the flesh was manifested.” 

which favors rather than Seds. 

“How then was the mystery known? was manifested, 
said, the These citations are probably 
different 

“Six great mysteries did our Lord Jesus Christ 
perform, Paul says: was manifested the flesh, 
etc.” 


Tom. II. 11, (ed. Garn., Par., Patr. Lat., Vol. 
XLVIII. col. 767. 

Conflict. cum Serap., Lib. 

Incarn. Dom., Lib. cap. 

quar. Prop. ap. Athan., Tom. 564B. This attributed 
Theodoret Photius. 

Homil. Incarn. Dom., Chrysost. Opp., Tom. VIII. Part. 11. 214. 

Tom. 763; cf. 764. 

This word printed evident error transcription. 

Num. Myst., ap. Opp. Epiph., Tom. 307. 

Lateran. I., Ep. Mansi, Tom. col. 813. The Acts this 
Council were composed Greck well Latin. 


for probably due the first cf. the alteration 
suffered Liberatus. 

10. Occumenius. Flourished between 800 and 990, 
After commenting the first clause, adds: Seds 

was manifested the flesh;’ here tells the mystery, for 
who was manifested the flesh men was not judged 
just human eyes, but the eyes the Spirit, which 
search even the deep things God. The phrase was jus- 
tified,’ refers his humanity, for God not justified, 
but This comment renders almost certain that 
Oecumenius read 6s. With this reading natural say 
that the mystery consists the way which who was 
manifested the flesh was while with the reading 
the mystery must consist the fact the 
tion God the flesh. The manner which this writer 
immediately after Cyril’s comment this passage? 
confirms the belief that read és, for does not 
quote Cyril, has generally been understood scholiasts, 
for the purpose giving various reading, but simply for 
the sake his comment attached the text. 

have negative argument for including Athanasius, 
A.D. among those whose reading was probably és. Our 
text occurs part his genuine writings, most 
remarkable fact this great defender Christ’s divinity 
read How happens that almost every page 
these discussions have references John 14: The 
Word was made flesh,” and yet throughout all his writings 
not one clear reference Tim. was mani- 
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Tim. iii. 16, Tom. II. 227 (Paris, 1631). 
Vide supra, 21. 


supposition that read 

This text found our editions Athanasius 
the apostle also extending pardon them, and, were, 
stretching out his hand them, with the words: With- 
out controversy, great the mystery godliness God was 
manifested the flesh.” This passage probably spurious. 
The Benedictine editors found but single MS., and 
accordingly enclosed brackets. Yet Henderson, who 
must have known these facts, quotes without hint its 
more than dubious 


The following Fathers clearly read 

Gregory Nyssa. 370. 

[Paul] not only calls our Lord, God, but also ‘the great 
God,’ and God over all’ [here quotes Rom. ix. 
over all,’ and Tit. iii. 13, ‘great God and our Saviour,’ and 
then proceeds and Timothy boldly cries that 
manifested the flesh, was justified the 
Gregory had already cited from other sacred writers various 
passages which Christ called then gives Tim. 
iii. another proof that Paul gives Jesus the title 
God. Nothing could more express and unquestionable 
than his reading. His other citations this text, though 
not definite, are yet strict unison with this one. 


Serap., Epist. xv. Cap. (ed. Bened.), Tom. 706. 

Another quotation sometimes referred the same Father will found 
under the name Pseud.-Athanasius. 

Contra Eunom., Orat. (Paris, 1638), Tom. II. 693. 


EXAMINATION THE VARIOUS 


“But being persuaded that truly God was manifested 
the flesh, let believe this the true mystery 
godliness.” 

Adyos Wherefore also, all who preach 
the word, point out this the wonder the mystery, that 
God was manifested the flesh, that the Word was made 
flesh.” 


God manifested the flesh?” 

indeed manifested the flesh, and the flesh which exhib. 
ited God itself,.... having been transformed and changed 
into that which was, who manifested himself the flesh, 
etc.” 

would not have been manifested the flesh unless the Word 
was made flesh.” 

God was manifested;....man whom God was mani- 
this servile creature the body] 
was manifested the flesh.” 


Contra Eunom., Orat. 11. (Paris, 1638), Tom. II. 480. 

Orat. v., Tom. II. 581. Orat. 11., Tom. 445. 
Orat. 1v., Tom. II. 536. Orat. Tom. II. 594. 
Orat. Tom. II. 595. 

Fide, Simplic., Tom. III. 39. 
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“Since the Light and the Life and God and 
the Word was manifested the flesh.” 

the flesh.” 

This passage again quoted without the article 

flesh.” 

this [Apollinaris] says that God was not manifested the 
flesh.” 

which, God was manifested the flesh.” 

him show any one who says that God was not mani- 
fested the flesh.” 

ifested the flesh.” 

fested.” 

the flesh.” 

was manifested through the flesh, with human soul. 

manifested the flesh.” 

manifested the flesh.” 

manifested the flesh.” 


Contra Eunom., Orat. Tom. II. 715. 
adv. Apolin. (ed. Zacagni, 1698), 126. 


XXII. No. 85. 


who seeks proofs that God was manifested 


all these cases now given find used connec. 
tion with allusion this passage, quotation it, 
the following allusions this text does not occur: 

him who manifests the great mystery godliness.” 

says, that the beginning the Word was manifested the 
flesh.” 

will seen from the extracts now given, that Gregory 
not only unequivocally asserts that this passage Christ 
called God, but also that out twenty-three other quota- 
tions this text, it, which have been able 
find, twenty-one cases connects Seds with some form 
the verb uses the text much Athanasius 
reads Seds. These facts cannot explained away, 
Davidson endeavors do, throwing suspicion the 
fidelity copyists, who never could have made such sys- 
tematic adducing counter evidence 
his quotation from Apollinaris, had been the words 
Gregory. 

Didymus. 370. 

ing Timothy, most distinctly speaks him God, 
and from both passages [i.e. Col. ii. and Tim. iii. 16] 
teaches that does not differ the nature his divinity 
from the Father, for says: Without controversy, great 


Orat. Catechet., Cap. x11., Opp., Tom. III. 


Psalm., Lib. 11. Cap. x., Tom. 822. 


Contra Eunom., Orat. Tom. II. 588. 
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the mystery godliness; God was manifested the 
doubt the reading Didymus. With what show justice 
can Davidson say, importance can attached the 
reading Didymus, blind Didymus was 
one the lights the Alexandrian school, and 
accustomed hear the scriptures and reason 
why his blindness should, Davidson insinuates, invalidate 
his testimony. Less reliable the following citation from 
Latin translation quod dictum est, manifes- 
tatus carne.” 


ing with loud voice, and confirming them the truth: 
‘God was manifested the flesh, ete.’ says, was 

the holy apostle cries, ‘God was manifested the flesh, 
As, then, God was manifested the flesh, etc.” 

great apostle says: ‘God was manifested the flesh’; and 
one and the same two natures, perfect God and 
perfect man.” 

1077. 


Biblical Criticism, Vol. II. 394. 

Concil. Nic. II. Paneg., Mansi, Tom. XIII. col. 446. 
Lib. 11. Epist. 1728), 349. 
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fested the flesh..... For here God was manifested; how? 
the flesh; for his godhead invisible.” 


Pseudo-Athanasius. Besides the interpolation ong 


the writings Athanasius already noticed, there 


another quotation found among his spurious works. 

sed apostle Paul, says, ‘Great the mystery godliness, 
God was manifested the flesh, etc.’....God 
manifested the flesh,....unless God was believed 
the This epistle, the author which evidently 
read was not Athanasius, opposes the errors 
the Nestorians. The Benedictine give another 
reason for questioning its authenticity: Athana 
sius had read the passage, capxi, 
quoted, would certainly have made use against the 
Arians, prove the divinity Christ. But seems 
have used copies which had [or rather 
does the present Vulgate.....If had read 
other way, Athanasius, man skilled the scriptures, 
could never have passed remarkable passage.” 


The following Fathers probably read 


Matthaci scholium found him, Pracf. Cath. Epp. 

Incarn. Dei Verbi, Tom. II. pp. 33, 34. 

Athan. Opp., Tom. II. 33; also Gricsb. Symbol. Crit., Vol. 


Comm. Tim. iii. (Paris, 1642). Quoted also Matthaci, 
Cath. Epp., from scholium. 


controversy, great the mystery calls 
mystery, having been pre-ordained old, but latterly 
manifested: ‘God was manifested the For being 
God and the Son God, and having invisible nature, 
became evident all his incarnation. Clearly, then, 
teaches the two natures; for ‘in the flesh’ says, that 
the divine nature was manifested.” 

controversy, great the mystery godli- 
ness; God was manifested the flesh, evident, 
then, that the divine nature invisible, but the flesh visible. 
Properly, then, did the divine Spirit was manifested 
the The these quotations shows 
was probably the reading this Father. draws from 
this text the doctrine the two natures Christ. The 
clauses, Yeds Kat vids, and Seta seem have 
reference the reading But may said, the 
other hand, that these phrases are such frequent occur- 
rence dialogues, that they not here nec- 
essarily require this reading, and that the quality Christ’s 
nature might also deduced with the reading Besides 
this, Theodoret adds, show that before our Saviour’s 
advent the angels had never seen God, 
that after was manifested the flesh was seen 
angels,” statement peculiarly consistent with the reading 
and construction: “He who was manifested flesh 
was seen of' angels.” little further adds, pursu- 


There seems here allusion other passages, such Rom. xvi. 
and Cor. ii. would strong evidence that read 
the mystery, and not God, here spoken being made manifest. 

Dial. 1., Tom. IV. pp. 13-15. 


which with the reading would 
then, after the incarnation was seen also the 
angels, according the holy apostle, ‘He who was mani. 
fested the flesh was justified the spirit, was seen 
angels.’” The fact that his commentary Theodoret does 
not refer the mystery personally Christ would accord 
with this construction, well with the reading 

God, manifested the flesh.” This preserved only ina 
catena, but yet quite reliably indicates 

Word existing the Father one his person, God invisi- 
ble and made visible; for God was manifested the flesh, 
made woman, etc.” This would seem imply 
although there direct quotation. Not only does this 
belong later age than that Dionysius, but old 
Latin translation the first part this work, which still 
extant, contains, Tregelles has such 
ence Tim. iii. 16.4 

John Damascus. 730. The text this 
commentary Tim, iii. 16,5 reads There nothing 
the comments, composed excerpts from Chrysostom, 
shed light his reading. another work refers 


Wolfe’s Catena Acts iii. 23, Tom. his Anccdota Graeca, 138. 
Cont. Paul. Sam. (Rome, 1796), 211, Mansi, Tom. col. 1044. 

Horne’s Introduction (ed. Tregelles), Vol. IV. 339. 

Dionys. Opp., 300. 

Tom. II. 263 (ed. Quien, Paris, 1712). 

Fide Orthodox., 91, Lib. 1v. Cap. Tom. 287 
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the resurrection, and the inspiration the Holy Spirit, was 
manifested, and believed the world that the 
Son God.” 

from MS., but without the connection comment; that 
God, who appeared the flesh.” 


subjoin number real supposed references this 
passage, from which, our opinion, little nothing can 
gathered the early text; but many them have 
been before quoted one side the other, add them 
for the sake completeness. 

“Behold again Jesus, not the Son Man, but the Son 
[i.e. “Because the Lord was 
about manifested the flesh.” 


“There one Physician, both corporeal and spiritual, 
begotten and unbegotten, God made the flesh.” Here 
the star shone heaven, etc.” 


Greek Vulgate, 290. Phot. comment. Tim. cod. MS. 
Cantab. 2430. 250. 

Basnage’s Thesaurus, Tom. II. 436. 

Sect. 12. Sect. 
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form was manifested the newness eternal 


But the Syriac here reads viod for 


The interpreted form Ignatius reads this place, 
God appearing man, and man working God.” 
ever may have been the original Ignatius, there 
probable allusion this text. 

sent the Word, that might appear the world; who, 
having been dishonored the people, and preached the 
apostles, was believed the The authen. 
ticity this epistle has been questioned. 

God the Lord, who appeared the flesh.” 

the mystery! with the angels saw Christ, whom 
they had not seen.” 


Cureton’s Corpus Ignatianum, 287. Dresscl, 336. 

Apud Leontius Byzant. adv. Fraud. Apollinist., Basnage’s Thesaurus, Tom. 
603. 

Epist. Diogn. 26. 

Chrysostom, John Damascus, and Theophylact read instead 
though some manuscripts the latter author have 

Tom. IV. 89, although professing taken from commentary the 
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God coming into the world was manifested the 
body, coming Man.” 

Eudoxius Constantinople. 360. “There wero 
not Christ two for was not complete man, 

this mystery godliness.” 

cerning the divine incarnation.” This title given the 
seventh Euthalian division Tim., which includes our text. 
Some have improperly quoted the MSS. which have these 
divisions, their reading was sanctioned his authority. 

11. Pseudo-Gregory Thaumaturgus. 475, later. 
how the Son God became man, for this the great mys- 
tery.” 


who came into the world was manifested God and man.” 

Ap. Anast. Verb. Incarn. Script. Vet. Vat. Coil. (cd. Mai), Tom. VII. 
17. 

Ep. 261 (ed. Bened.), Tom. III. 402 Tischendorf and Scholz, follow- 
ing refer this Ep. 65, although professing the Benedictine 
edition, which numbers the epistles from the Paris 1638. 
They also misquote the words Basil, rather 

261, Tom. 678 The mystery here, however, has reference the 
Lord’s supper, rather than Christ. 

Anath. Cap. Basnage’s Thesaurus, Tom. 33. 

Zophon. from Wetstein. have failed discover and 
verify this quotation. certainly not found Hesychius’s Sticheron, Crit. 
Sac., Tom. VII. Part 26, the only work Hesychius which 
refers his Prolegomena. may scholium found attached some MS. 
the Old Testament. 
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“She did not approach her God, 
who appeared her the flesh.” 

the Lord the flesh mere 

“For when the apostle says Christ that was 
manifested the flesh and was seen etc. 

will seen from comparison the citations which 
have now been given from the various Fathers that both read- 
ings were certainly current the fourth century, and, what 
would seem unexpected, neither reading seems geo- 
graphically provincial. might have been supposed from 
the remarkable unison the versions defence that 
the other reading would prove the early centuries 
have been restricted some small area, from which 
had spread through the church. But instead this, 
find the reading Seds not Constantinople and 
East, but quoted Didymus Alexandria itself, nearly 
fifty years before the time Cyril. Nothing can save 
from this conclusion, except the assumption, resting 
proof, that Didymus has here been interpolated. the 
other hand, the bishops Constantinople, Chrysostom, and 
Nestorius seem have well Origen Cyril. 

comparison with these citations will also satisfy any 
one how much credit attached the story told 
Macedonius Liberatus, and repeated Hincmar. The 
former says: this time Macedonius, bishop Constan- 
tinople, said have been banished the emperor Anas- 
tasius for having falsified the especially that 
saying the apostle, ‘Who appeared the flesh, was 
justified the For said have changed 
Greek monosyllable, the alteration into and 


Cont. Theoph. Script. Vet. Vat. Coll. (ed. Mai), Tom. VII. 146. 
Quoted who took from manuscript source. 


q 
q 
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thus made that would read ‘God appeared the 
flesh.’ Being therefore accused Nestorian, was 
expelled the Monk With this story, told 
Liberatus not half century after the occurrence recorded, 
must compared the conflicting statement made few 
years later Victor Tununensis, which stigmatizes 
Anastasius having himself tampered with the sacred text. 
“In the year 506, the command the emperor Anas- 
tasius, the holy gospels are revised and corrected, 
composed ignorant The first version 
this charge, laying the blame Macedonius, repeated 
Hincmar, almost the very words 

There can little doubt that there some foundation 
for this story. the same time Macedonius must 
acquitted any intention corrupt the text; for have 
shown that was read with Gregory Nyssa, more 
than century before. Very likely may have innocently 
altered some MSS. from and this may have made 


tempore Macedonius Constantinopolitanus episcopus 
Anastasio dicitur tanquam maxime illud apostoli 
dictum Quia [/ege qui] apparuit carne, justificatum est Spiritu. Hune 
enim mutasse ubi habet és, est qui, monosyllabum Graecum, litera mutata 
vertisse, fecisse Seds est, esset, Deus apparuit Tan- 
quam Nestorianus ergo culpatus expellitur per Severum Monachum. Concil. 
Coll. Mansi), Tom. IX. col. 692. The printed editions read and és, but 
the true reading evident. Indeed, has been said that the Greck Ictters were 
supplied the first editor, because wanting the MS. will that 
has Seds clearly, and not és. 

Messalla Cos. Constantinopoli jubente Anastasio Impcratore, sancta 
evangelia, tanquam idiotis evangelistis composita, emen- 
dantur. 

nimirum ipsas scripturas verbis inlicitis imposturaverunt, sicut 
Macedonius Constantinopolitanus episcopus, qui Anastasio Imperatore ideo 
expulsus legitur, quoniam falsavit illum apostoli locum 
ubi dicit: Quod apparuit carne, justificatum Spiritu, per cognationem 
Graecarum hoc modo mutando falsavit. Ubi cnim habuit 
hoc est, OC, monosyllabum Graccum, litera mutata vertit fecit 
est, esset, Deus apparuit per qua propter tanquam Nestorianus fuit 
expulsus. Cap. (ed. Sismond, Paris, 1645), Tom. II, 
449. Similar statements are found, Cap. 465; Concil. Du- 
Mansi, Tom. XVI. col. 595. 


one the charges against him preferred Anastasius, 
who would have been glad employ any plausible pretext 
for his deposition. may have been the restoration 
the readings altered Macedonius which gave occasion 
the charge made Victor; for the corruptions 
sius are said have taken place several years after the 
deposition the bishop. 

Some critics have said that the statement that Macedonius 
was therefore deposed, being throws discredit 
the whole story. cannot think so; for the reading 
seems peculiarly fitted convey the notions Nesto- 
rius. taught the divinity Christ clearly did 
Athanasius Cyril. differed from Cyril asserting 
that only the human nature was born Mary, which the 
divine nature dwelt, temple. For this reason 
refused call Mary the mother God. says: “The 
God-Word was not born Mary, but abode that which 
was born her. did not take his beginning from the 
Virgin, but became inseparably connected, for all time, with 
that which was slowly formed within her womb.”! “The 
spirit formed temple for the God-Word, which should 
Word was made flesh, that is, took flesh, 
and dwelt with us, that is, put our 
text, then, God was manifested the which 
seemed distinguish clearly between two natures, 
would seem the followers Nestorius particularly con- 
sonant with their and good offset the text 
“The Word was made flesh,” blindly urged against them 
the Monophysites; for must remembered that 
the early part the sixth century, all who opposed the 
were branded them Nestorians. There 
real reason believe that Macedonius favored Nestori- 
anism. was, however, zealous defender the Council 
Chalcedon, and for this reason incurred the displeasure 


Serm. 111. Mar. (ed. Migne), col. 769. 
Scrm. col. 761. Serm. 111. col. 771. 
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Anastasius, and all who believed that Council have 
distinguished too clearly between the human and divine 
natures joined Christ. 

remarkable that those who have supposed absurd 
that Macedonius should accused Nestorianism 
account his partiality for have failed notice the 
fact that prominent Nestorian, relies this 
text, with the reading apparently, prove the quality 
Christ’s nature, while Cyril, the champion orthodoxy, 
read 6s. Probably both were aware the variation the 
text. There nothing absurd, then, the story Libe- 
ratus, except far attributes too much importance 
this charge. other writer refers it. 


The result this examination the external evidence 
may summed tabular form given below. 
shall include the second column few authorities for the 
neuter form the relative. 


Manuscripts. Manuscripts. 
three. 17, 73, 181. 
Versions. Versions. 
Arm. (of Polyglot), Slav., Georg. Old Lat., Vulg., Pesch. Syr., Aeth. 


(both Rom. and Platt’s), Copt., Theb., 
Goth., Arm., Arab. (of Erp. and the 
Vatican). All these, except Platt’s 
and the Gothic, may read 
well és. 

The Philox. Syr., both text and margin. 
Fathers. Fathers. 

Pseud.-Ath. Probably, Origen 

Pope Martin Occu. 
With little doubt Athan. may also 
included here, though nowhere 
quotes the text. 
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next come consider the internal 
favor may adduced the improbability its being 
carcless alteration from the original reading were 
és, would seem require intentional corruption 
the text produce good rule never have 
recourse the charge intentional corruption explain 
various reading when can accounted for equally 
well without imputing bad motives the coypists. Now 
the change from requires the positive, intentional 
addition two strokes, which were evidently the 
transcriber’s exemplar. the other hand, the change from 
might unintentionally made, simply omitting 
two small strokes, which may have become effaced the 
not rare find cases old MSS. where has 
failed receive its transverse stroke first, lost 
through age, and thus present exhibits only the circular 
outline. true that the rule often given, that two 
forms the longer the more suspicious; but this rule 
relates only cases where one more entire words may 
have inadvertently been admitted from the margin. the 
case kindred letters stroke more liable omitted 
than added. The addition implies intentional corruption, 
charge which should, possible, avoided. this view 
has the preference. 

favor has also been asserted that the form 
But this statement founded the assumed translation 
who was manifested the flesh was justified the 
spirit,” making equivalent who, and including both 
the demonstrative and the relative. But has been shown 
Professor Stuart,! that this means unparalleled 


Biblical Repository, Vol. II. pp. whom Henderson thinks 
the most man who ever cdited the New Testament, says the notion 
that would the only form grammatically allowable reject 
“If were speaking Greek author, should have nothing say 
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construction. Very few, however, the defenders the 
reading admit this translation. They regard the clause 
not the subject the subsequent predicates, 
etc., but co-ordinate with them. Their 
translation would be: “Great the mystery godliness 
who was manifested the flesh, [he who] was justified 
the spirit, [he who] was seen angels, etc.” 

favor the reading the fact that requires 
single step obtain from the other readings 
The addition two short strokes converts into 
the other hand, the omission single letter gives 
form evidently derived from és, and adopted merely 
supposed grammatical correction. suppose, however, 
that was the original reading, must first obtain 
from it, and then obtain altering this alteration. 
eris paribus, that form preferred from which the 
others are most easily explained. 

Again, first sight the more difficult reading, and 
has the preference. The form seems harsh, while 
very easy. Copyists are liable alter harsh form 
for easier one. the same time gives good sense, 
even without resorting the opinion defended Cony- 
beare and Howson, and others, that Paul here quotes 
fragment from the early church, other 
places his pastoral epistles. accordance with this 
idea the verse would read: without controversy, 
great the mystery godliness. 

‘He who was manifested the flesh, justified the spirit, 


‘Seen angels, preached unto the Gentiles, 


The omission the article before Seds, although the 
subject the sentence, another suspicious circumstance 
mentioned Professor Stuart. found, out two hun- 


against it; but Paul wrote this, who another passage, immediate connec- 


¢ 
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dred and fifty-seven cases the New Testament which 
used the subject the sentence, only four 
which fails take the article, and strong the 
tendency insert it, that these cases, 
ination the authorities collected Tischendorf will 
show that important MSS. exhibit the article. how. 
ever noticeable that these four cases all occur, like our 
passage now under discussion, the writings 

other cases similarly connected with some form 
only followed but little later 
may applied personally Christ, and followed the 
masculine relative, unless the gender here due 
tion. Rom. xvi. 25, 26, Paul again connects 

favor has sometimes been adduced the argument 
that alteration made for the purpose 
its use polemic theology, giving the orthodox addi- 
tional text use against the and other 
But there seems have been intentional corruption 
this sort, for cannot see that there was any distinction 
between the orthodox and the heretics their use the 
passage. Some defenders the deity Christ favor one, 
and some the other reading. Both Gregory Nyssa the 
East, and Didymus Alexandria, simultaneously exhibit 
the former using freely were the universally 
received reading; while, the other hand, the multifarious 
polemical writings Athanasius, Gregory Nazianzus, 
Basil, and Epiphanius nowhere contain this except 


§ 
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that the latter quotes prove the divinity the Holy 
Ghost. toa later period, shall find that 
the fifth and sixth century the reading would likely 
looked with suspicion favoring the heresies 
Nestorians. would not regarded the orthodox read- 
ing, for distinguishes most clearly between the divine and 
the human natures: God not confounded with the flesh, 
but said have been manifested was only 
long controversy that the Easternand North 
settled general opposition the doctrine the single 
nature Christ. The conflict waged bitterly Cyril 
and his supporters against Nestorius and Theodoret had the 
effect leading his successors into the opposite Monophysite 
heresy. there was scarcely any middle ground 
allowed between the Nestorians and the Eutychians. All 
who opposed the blind and intolerant zeal the Monophy- 
sites were branded them Nestorians. The whole 
Eastern church seemed falling into this extreme. this 
time will seen that those who regarded themselves 
the orthodox party, and the devoted followers Cyril, 
would have looked with great suspicion the reading 
God was manifested the flesh,” reading apparently 
opposed their Monophysite rendering John’s text: “The 
Word was made Accordingly find that Liberatus 
distinctly speaks the reading with Nestorian and 
heretical. had been earlier time temptation 
the orthodox alter the temptation was now 

Editors the New Testament, have according their 
different principles criticism means information, 
varied their reading this passage. favor 
may mentioned Stephens, Mill, Matthaei, Scholz, and 
others less note; Griesbach, Lachman, Tischendorf, and 
Tregelles prefer while Wetstein’s choice seems favor 

donot propose each other the various 
arguments for either reading, with the purpose defending 

XXII. No. 85. 
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one the other. has been our aim simply give more 
complete, accurate, and impartial statement 
the case than has heretofore been accessible, that each one 
who studies them may have all the materials necessary for 
the satisfaction his own judgment, and that something 
may thus done for perfecting the purity the original 
text the scriptures. 

gratifying discover that none the early Chris. 
tian writers, whether called orthodox heritic the 
general councils the church, have ventured tamper 
with the sacred text. Athanasius, Basil, and 
Gregory Nazianzen, all active opponents Arianism, either 
read distinctly, else not quote the passage, although 
would seem that with the reading might have 
been used with effect against their opponents. the 
other hand, when, century later, seemed the less 
orthodox reading, find Theodorus and Nestorius, though 
treated heretics, employing the relative. Again the 
tide has turned, and has been called the more orthodox 
reading, and the identical alteration for which the Constan- 
tinopolitan bishop was deposed heretic has late 
years been charged upon the defenders the doctrine 
the Trinity orthodox trick. There proof 
either side any intentional corruption the sacred text. 


q 

q 
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ARTICLE II. 


THE SON MAN. 
REV. WILLIAM TYLER, PROFESSOR AMHERST COLLEGE. 


something very remarkable about this name, 
Doubtless there it, also, some deep significance. 
the chosen, and, may say, the favorite name the 
designate himself, and which does call himself more 
frequently than any other. And yet, with the exception 
any one but himself. The name occurs twenty-two times 
the Gospel Matthew, and, besides the parallel passages 
the other Gospels, five times Mark, twelve times 
Luke, and eleven times John—about eighty times all, 
counting all the repetitions and passages and 
every instance its use the Gospels, occurs dis- 
courses remarks made our Lord himself, and applied 
exclusively himself. 

also found once the Acts (vii. 56), and there 
exception the otherwise unvarying usage the 
New Testament the expression put into the mouth 
the Stephen, who, “being full the Holy Ghost, 
looked steadfastly into heaven, and saw the glory God, 
and Jesus standing the right hand and (appar- 
ently because saw him human form, and manifestly full 
human sympathy, standing had risen sustain 
the first Christian martyr and receive his spirit when 
should resign his keeping), said: Behold see the 
heavens opened, and the Son Man standing the right 
hand God.” 

‘This name does not appear any the Epistles. The 


take this number (80) the authority Cruden. Bloomfield states 
the number 61; but that certainly too small. have not taken the 
trouble verify the accuracy Cruden. 


THE SON MAN. 


evangelists ordinarily call him the simple name esus, 
which, explained the angel whose bidding the 
name was given him his birth, expresses his 
characteristic work, Saviour his people from 
their sins The writers the epistles usually 
call him the Lord, the Lord Jesus, the Lord Jesus Christ, 
thus denoting him (as the evangelists also begin call him 
after his resurrection) their risen Lord, the anointed 
King the spiritual Israel, and the divinely appointed 
Ruler well Saviour men. calls Son 
and Son God,” simply THE Son,” thus 
signifying his peculiarly intimate and endearing relations 
man the one hand, and God the other. 
also significant fact that, while neither name absolutely 
peculiar either the Gospels, the Saviour calls himself 
“the Son Man” more frequently the first three Gospels, 
where his outward life particularly narrated and his human 
nature and relations and Son God” 
“the Son” more frequently the fourth Gospel, which 
reveals especially his inward being and asserts his divine 
nature the face unbelieving Jews.” 
This name is, therefore, entirely peculiar the language 
our Lord; appropriated himself, and applied, 
distinctive name, himself alone. There is, however, 
the language the Old Testament manifest, and doubtless 
intentional, preparation for our Saviour’s peculiar application 
and appropriation the name himself. idiom 
somewhat peculiar the language the Hebrews and the 
Hellenists, Greek-speaking Jews, though there are not 
wanting some analogous usages our own and other 
guages, the phrase “son of” very often used express 
to, participation with, some person thing, 
the possession some character quality, the ex- 
pressions, sons Belial, son perdition, son the devil; 
son sons thunder, son peace, sons som 


our English version, son the vit (Acts xiii. 10); 
(Mat. xxiii. viol (John. xii. 36). 
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consolation, etc., meaning persons partaking the nature, 
character, image, etc., the devil, Belial, and hell the 
one hand, light, peace, and consolation the other. 
After the analogy this idiom, son man another name 
for child humanity, often say, child mortality 
that human being, possessed the attributes and char- 
acteristics humanity. Accordingly very often used 
synonyme with man the synonymous parallelisms 
the Psalms and Prophets. Thus, the book Numbers, 
not should lie, nor the son man that 
should repent”; the book Job: How much less 
man that worm, and the son man that isa worm”; and 
the book Psalms: What thou art mindful 
him, the son man that thou visitest him.” these 
and many similar passages, son man obviously another 
name for one who possessed the attributes humanity 
—any child Adam who, like his father, subject human 
frailties and infirmities. And the name directs attention 
particularly these characteristic attributes emphasizes 
them the natural characteristics which distinguish the 
race, and which every child the race born is, 
heir. way reminding him that, though 
now commissioned speak the name God, still 
frail, imperfect, dying man, like those whom sent, 
the prophet Ezekiel, when God speaks him, constantly 
addressed the title, son Still all these pas- 
sages one person singled out exclusively, even 
pre-eminently, son man. the contrary, the 
very design the phrase, either under one 
comprehensive and expressive name every child Adam, 
or, applied individual, the case the prophet 
Ezekiel, not distinguish him from other men, but rather 
reduce him just the same level ‘with other mortals. 
The nearest approach our Lord’s appropriation this 
title himself the prophecy Daniel (vii. 13): 
saw the night visions, and behold, one like the Son 


Repeated some eighty-nine times. 
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Man came with the clouds heaven, and came the 
Ancient days, and they brought him near before him; 
and there was given him dominion,” etc. This mani. 
festly prophecy Christ; yet may doubted whether 
the expression “like the Son Man” anything more 
meant than that the Messiah, God’s anointed King, was 
come the form and likeness man, though came 
the clouds heaven, and came receive univer. 
sal and everlasting kingdom. And Revelation (i. 13), 
when said that who was seen the midst the 
seven golden candlesticks was “like unto the Son Man,” 
probably not intended say that looked like Jesus 
Christ, for this would only saying that looked like him. 
self; but that he, Jesus Christ, still appeared human form, 
though now clothed with superhuman power and glory.! 

After all the analogies that can discover, then, the 
language the Old Testament and the Hebrew 
cannot fail observe the marked peculiarity our 
Saviour’s appropriation this title himself. does 
not call himself son man, still less son man. 
does not call himself general terms son but 
the Son Man.” not some indefinite son some 
indefinite man. not some common son our 
mon humanity. not any ordinary common-place son 
man. But emphatically, nay, the exclusive lan- 
guage Scripture shows, exclusively, the Son 
Man.” some peculiar sense the Son 
the child humanity, the son the the emphatic 
and unequivocal language the original Greek, 
which designation the first article 
guishes him from all other sons, while the second, every 
Greek scholar knows, generalizes man, and makes the word 
comprehensive the 

There the same contrast between the exalted glory and the human 
Jesus seen the Martyr Stephen; and the explanation that 


culiar passage the Acts, given former page, confirmed the analogy 
the passages here cited. 


Just English, say the ox, the horse, when mean denote the 


| | 
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lyze this peculiar and, considering once 
its own appropriate significance and the light script- 
ural usage, let endeavor ascertain its true meaning: 

the first place, implies that Jesus was 
real and proper man, possessed all the attributes and 
seen, the primary import the phrase “son man,” 
when interpreted according the analogy the Hebrew 
language. “Son man,” the peculiar idiom the He- 
brews and the Greek-speaking Jews, synonymous with 
man. differs from man chiefly that emphasizes the 
human origin and human characteristics. 
notes emphatically one who man birth and man 
nature; one who born man, and therefore possesses the 
characteristics the race. There way which the 
Redeemer could convey the idea his real and proper 
humanity more clearly and forcibly the minds his 
immediate hearers, who were Jews, than habitually call- 
ing himself the Son Man.” 

Moreover, aside from any peculiarities the Hebrew id- 
iom, this the natural and appropriate signification the 
word. son partakes the nature his father. Christ 
man origin and man nature; and, for the 
very purpose emphasizing that fact and impressing 
the minds men,— lest this fact should forgotten 
connection with his claim also something more than 
human, and under the overshadowing influence his super- 
human wisdom and takes pains call himself 
“the Son Man.” was the Redeemer men, and 
would have those whom came redeem understand, 
first all, that their Redeemer was man—a loving and 
sympathizing brother.1 The atonement was made for 


though idiom peculiar the English, generalize the word 
omitting the article. 

Robinson says his Lexicon under vids “It would 
seem refer not much his human nature, the fact his being the 


‘ 
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man, and must made man. man came death 
man came also the resurrection the 

these days, when the humanity Christ seldom 
never questioned, and the only question regard hig 
divinity, difficult for appreciate the necessity 
which existed the primitive church guarding 
ously the proper humanity the Redeemer. Then, 
remembered, his proper humanity was strenuously denied 
some (e.g. the his proper deity was others 
(e.g. the indeed, that time, his disciples seem 
have found their chief difficulty admitting and conceiy. 
ing his real humanity rather than his full divinity.2 
the prominence given his outward, human life three 
the Gospels. Hence the earnestness with which the author 
the Epistle the Hebrews insists that behooved him 
all things made like unto his brethren.” And hence, 
part least, think, the frequency with which our 
Lord calls himself that name which his disciples and 
Jewish hearers could not but understand emphatic 
assertion his real humanity. 

Christ was man his earthly origin, because was 
born woman, and born into was man 
nature, because possessed human body with all the 
limbs, features, appetites, and powers human body, and 
gave good evidence any other man that possessed 
soul with all the faculties and susceptibilities 
human soul. The sacred writers, the Gospels, the 
Acts, and the Epistles, before and after his resurrection 
and ascension, speak him man, “the Man Christ 


Messiah who described coming from heaven human form;” and 
refers some passages proof that the words were understood synonymous 
with “the Messiah,” the Christ,” and with Son was 
not, however, these words, but always asserted himsclf the con- 
nection, that was understood aclaim the Messiah and the Son 
God John xii. 23-34; Luke xxii. 69, 70, And would strange, in- 
deed, these words could have lost entirely the meaning they manifestly 
and uniformly had the Old Testament. 
Cf. ii. See Ellicott’s Life Christ. 
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Jesus” Tim. compare John viii. 40; Acts ii. 22, 
etc). was born, brought up, and educated like other 
men his was known through the community 
“the carpenter’s son,” and seems have followed, 
some extent, the occupation his father (Mark vi. 3). His 
mother and sisters and brothers were well known; and 
among them—very unlike them, wis- 
dom and piety; but yet like them, his birth and edu- 
cation, his general appearance and manner life, that, 
notwithstanding they marvelled his extraordinary wisdom 
and supernatural power, his neighbors and early acquain- 
tances were slow believe that was anything more 
than anything radically different from the rest 
his family and other men around him. ate and drank and 
slept like other men. hungered and thirsted, sorrowed 
and rejoiced, was weary and refreshed, was pleased and 
displeased, like other men. Like other men, loved his 
friends and wept over their graves; though unlike most 
men, loved also all mankind, and wept over the sins and 
miseries his bitterest enemies. Like other men was 
angry though was only sin: “looked round about 
with the hypocrites who would fain have inter- 
posed their sanctimonious keeping the Sabbath the 
way his healing many, “being grieved the hardness 
their (Mark iii. never said the scrip- 
tures that hated certainly never hated any 
human being; yet are told that was “much 
with his disciples when they would have kept back those 
mothers who brought young children him for his blessing; 
and was doubtless very indignant the hypocrisy and 
iniquity the Scribes and Pharisees whom denounced 
such heavy woes. have record the Gospels 
his having laughed; but this proof that never did 
laugh. There was tradition the early church that 
never smiled; but this cannot believe. are sure 
smiled benignantly every kind word and good deed. 


know that was free from selfishness and sin. 
XXII. No. 85. 
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know too that all sinners; that every other man who 
has ever lived was more less selfish. But 
excrescence humanity, and not part man’s nature 
was originally created. Sin disease which hag 
sprung upand spread through the race, and belonged not 
man his normal and healthy state. 

the whole, “never man spake like this man;” 
man lived like him; never man died like him. the same 
time, spake and lived and died man; sustaining all 
the essential relations man; subject all the infirmities, 
temptations, and trials men, and those the largest meas. 
ure and the greatest variety forms; exercising all the 
attributes proper humanity, and those their most em- 
phatic manifestations; and have more conclusive 
evidence that Peter Paul John was real and proper 
man than that Jesus Nazareth was such man. 

was not merely man, but the Man, the same 
emphatic sense which was the Son 
only the fullest and highest sense, was 
fullest and highest sense the only Son May, that has 
ever lived our world. the Greeks 
say, or, say, generic, man universal, man 
typical and ideal; the living type and realized ideal hu- 
manity. was not one man one type man only, but 
combined himself all that belongs the idea 
manity was, may speak, the whole human race, 
the idea and essence it, embodied one 
God is, the fullest and highest sense, the only Father 
the human family, Christ is, the fullest and highest 


This-idea, one similar it, suggested those passages the Old 
Testament which the phrase “the Son Man” occurs. For example, 


What man that thou art mindful him, the son man that thou visitest 


this passage son man not any individual man, but man- 
kind general man God made him and placed him the world man made 
little lower than the angels, and placed this lower world God’s image and 
the vicegerent his government over inferior creatures; man the rank and 
condition characteristic humanity or, might say, man according 
the essential type and idea his being. 


{ 
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sense, the only Son the race; and our fatherhood 
only imperfect type the God, our 
manhood only broken image and shattered 
the manhood Christ. other man ever was absolutely 
whole, complete, with part wanting and element 
excess defect. Most not only small patterns, but 
mere fragments humanity. You must put great many 
man, must unite all that highest and best the 
biography and history mankind, written and unwritten, 
and refine all that impure and unreal and 
leaving only the pure gold. Such ideal realized the 


Christ. 


Christ had individual idiosyncrasies. You cannot say 
was more like Peter Paul James John. You 
must have put together Peter and Paul and James and John, 
all that was normal and good them, and all that was 
right and good all other men that have ever lived, 
make the human nature Christ. There have beena 
few men the history the world who seem understand 
all other men, able reproduce men all ages and 
nations, because they comprehend all men their universal 


-and comprehensive genius. call Jesus Nazareth 


any those epithets which distinguish Homer 
Shakspeare, the many-sided, the myriad-minded, and the 
like, were only degrade our conceptions him. And 
yet this class men may serve types and images him 
whom have styled the universal and ideal man. Only 
was the the the all-hearted, the all- 
comprehending type humanity antitype all that 
beautiful and good the past history and character 
man and the prototype all that man capable becom- 
ing, all that pure heart can wish holy imagination 
conceive the future progress the 


naturalists man the type and embodiment all the inferior 
animals; and herein the Christ shows itself analogous the 
constitution and course nature, the substance which nature only the 
type and shadow. 
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Christ had none the prejudices the which 
belonged the section which was born and 
was poor man only condition. 
was just much home and ease with the rich, pro. 
vided only they were good. was 
Galilean only origin. had none the rusticity 
obscure village; none the narrowness despised 
province. Country and city were alike him. taught 
with equal freedom and authority fisherman’s boat 
the Sea Galilee, and the temple Jerusalem. had 
national peculiarities. was born Jew and brought 
among Jews; but not trace Jewish prejudice, 
bigotry, narrowness can discovered all his words 
and actions. His birth and education were the East; 
but there nothing peculiarly oriental his ideas 
structions. spoke the language Judea; but 
spoke the hearts men all nations and ages. was 
emphatically the Son Man; not one man nor another; 
not one nation rather than another; not one age 
not even conceive the human nature and character 
Christ limited and narrowed the distinction sex. 
the traditional face Christ, which see often 
paintings, combines the strength and dignity one sex 
with the beauty and loveliness the other, his nature 
unites the susceptibilities, virtues, and graces both. 
the Christian church, Christ himself, though ina 
different sense, there neither Jew nor Greek, barbarian 
mor Scythian, bond free, male female; but all com- 
bined one comprehensive, harmonious and perfect whole. 
From this all-comprehending humanity, complete and 
perfect manhood Christ, follows that must the 
model, the representative, and the friend the human race. 
But these specific ideas, though involved the general idea 
which have just been considering, are distinguishable 
from and are important themselves, that shall 
give each them separate examination. remark, 
therefore, the third place: 
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was the model man. The universal man compre- 
hends all which man capable. The ideal man exempli- 
fies all that man should be. must therefore the 
model man. Many elements might considered enter- 
ing into this comprehensive idea; such, for instance, 
the balance his mind, the normal operation his mental 
faculties; perhaps also the fitting grace his manners, and 
the sweet beauty, yet commanding dignity, his 
But the point which now wish single out and empha- 
size, is, that the Son Man was the morally perfect, the 
sinless man. The scriptures distinguish him the Holy 
One and the Just “In him sin” 
5). only the “pura the schoolmen 
say, only the original unfallen nature man, that appears 
him. How why cannot stay ask. are now 
concerned only with the fact. “The Son Man” son 
and heir perfect humanity without sin. 
The all-embracing, all-comprehending man is, the same 
time, the all-pure and the all-holy. 

Christ, man, exhibited the human virtues without 
imperfection alloy; and man, when Christian, 
not expected desired de-humanize himself, but only 
restore and perfect that portion humanity which 
him. And this can accomplished only being 
and doing just what Christ would and like circum- 
stances. are not commanded practise any superhu- 
man virtues. Man has actually been and done all that 


are commanded and do, and that, too, circumstances 


essentially like our own. With nature essentially like 
ours, and under temptations all important respects 
ours, “knew sin” Cor. 21); “he did sin, 
neither was guile found his mouth” Pet. ii. 22). 
was every human virtue embodied human form and 


which see the evidence, perhaps, the instantaneous obedience the 
fishermen Galilee his call, and the falling backward the ground his 
enemies when presented himself before them, saying, he” (John 

6). 
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exhibited our fallen, sinful The patience ob, 
the faith Abraham, the prayer Jacob, the obedience 
David, the courage Elijah, the fortitude Daniel, the 
seraphic joy Isaiah and the sympathetic tenderness 
Jeremiah, the zeal Peter and the love John, the 
believing works James and the working faith and heroism 
Paul—all the active, aggressive, energetic, and heroic 
virtues man; all the meek, gentle, loving, and suffering 
graces woman; and all the humble, affectionate, 
and obedient spirit the little child—all, and more than 
all, these virtues met him, without any the excesses 
into which they are prone run, without any the defects 
which attend them other men, each complete itself, 
and all tempered and combined, form 
whole. far from dazzling and confounding 
with the idea that this superhuman excellence, which 
vain and almost impious for ordinary mortals attempt 
imitate, feel all the while, that human virtue, the 
very excellence which were made aspire after, and, 
kind, reach; nay, more, that exemplified all the 
virtues before our eyes for the very purpose proving 
their practicability, and teaching and encouraging us, his 
presence and reliance his aid, practise them. 
“The Son Man” wasa perfect pattern what man 
should his relations his fellow man, loving his 
neighbor himself, doing unto others all things whatsoever 
would that they should unto him, and even going 
beyond the strict requirements the golden rule volun- 
tary self-denial and self-sacrifice for the good men. 
the same time, was model man his relations God. 
The will God was his will: “Not will but thine 
was his language under the most trying and afflic- 
tive circumstances. did always those things which 
pleased his Father heaven. The glory God was, 
his daily consciousness and his habitual choice, the end 
his being. lived habitual communion with God; and 
even his personal union with the Father was the most per- 
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fect image the true life man, which life Christ and 
life God. Man attains the dignity and perfection 
his nature only when, like Christ, not only the son 
man, but the son God also. Godliness true manliness, 
and perfect manliness godliness. Godliness and manli- 
ness their perfection cannot separated. They are 
seen together, seen their perfection, and seen one, 
the life and character Christ. 

was the representative man. not say 
representative man, but the representative man. did not, 
like other representative men, represent age nation, 
class clan, but the whole human race. The son and 
heir the proper representative the family. Christ 
“the Son and the representative the whole 
family man. 

That fit representative sufficiently evident from 
what have already said his person and character. 
complete man and perfect man. man per- 
sonified. all human capabilities and all human virtues 
one person. And acted, well might, for the 
race. This the point which here direct particular 
attention. acted for the race. was officially, 
well personally, its representative. was born into 
the race that might embody it, were, his own 
person, live for it, reconcile God, redeem it, regen- 
erate it, breathe his own life into it, and raise from 
the death into which had fallen sin. lived, not 
for himself, but for mankind, forgetting himself, sacrificing 
himself for the good others for the redemption 
the world. suffered for the race, not for any sins his 
own, but solely for the sins others; sorrowing for their 
sins, sympathizing with their miseries, bearing their sick- 
nesses and their iniquities continually his head. 
died for the race; for, not being asinner, did not deserve 
die; did not die the penalty any sin his own, 
consequence any necessity which lay upon himself, 
but voluntary sacrifice and atonement for the guilt 
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mankind. His resurrection was the proof and pledge 
the resurrection all men; nay more, his resurrection 
the cause and vital power theirs. the resurrection 
and the life.” Adam all die, even Christ: 
shall all made alive.” 

Christ, human history begins new epoch, the human 
race, new life. the second Adam, whom humanity 
again embodied, represented, and, were, created 
anew; from whom the stream human existence starts 
afresh, from fountain, and that not like the first Adam, 
fountain sin and misery, corruption and death, but 
fountain holiness and happiness, regeneration and life. 
“For the offence one judgment came upon all men 
condemnation, even the righteousness one the 
free gift came upon all men unto justification life. For 
one man’s disobedience many were made sinners, 
the obedience one shall many made righteous.” 
“the new man,” putting whom the Christian 
renewed the image his Maker, and man, even earth, 
will length restored the likeness God. the 
union Christ with the race, new vitality imparted 
society, government, civilization, literature, religion the 
whole history mankind. the life Christ and for 
the race, the whole race will rise again immortal 
existence beyond the grave. union Christ, the indi- 
vidual Christian, still higher sense, begins new 
born again; created anew; lives new 
life, new creature new world. any man 
Christ, new creature: old things have passed 
away; behold all things have become new.” Choosing 
Christ his advocate and intercessor, the sinner obtains 
forgiveness for all sins, and cleaving him his rep- 
resentative, following him his exemplar, making him the 
ideal his life, becomes new man, true man, man 
Christ.” faith Christ and consequent vital union 
with him, every individual the race may attain spir- 
itual and eternal life; life with and like Christ, and 
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life with and like God. Christ overcame the world and the 
devil, not for himself only, but for the race whom was 
the representative; and that overcometh, like him and 
through his grace, shall sit down with him his throne, 
even also overcame and sat down with his Father 
his throne. died for our sins and rose for our 
justification,” “he ever liveth the right hand God 
make intercession for us,” “head over all things the 
over all things, subordinate sense for 
mankind; head every man Christ, and the head 
Christ God.” Man can attain his full and proper 
manhood only and through the humanity Christ. 
“Man” crowned with glory and honor, and exalted full 
dominion over nature and the inferior creatures, only 
the exaltation “the Son Man” the throne the 
was the friend man. was not only philan- 
was the philanthropist,— the man love all 
mankind, the pattern and embodiment philanthropy, the 
philanthropic man, the same emphatic and peculiar sense 
which was the Son Man. The word philanthropy 
has had another meaning since came into the world 
teach and exemplify The mission Socrates, 
which expatiates with much satisfaction his defence 
before his judges, was confined Athens. The mission 
Christ embraced the world. His religion, for the first time 
the world’s history, was religion for all mankind, and 
religion love all. all that have gone before 
him, and all that have come after him, was the friend 
man man, without distinction time place, condition 


See that remarkable prophecy or.anticipation the eighth Psalm inter- 
preted the Epistle the Hebrews (ii. 6-9), and both further illustrated 
subsequent page. 

most instructive observe how this word has been widened and elevated 
Christianity from the low and narrow sense which used the heathen 
classics, where generally used the sense friendliness, kindness, 
and even express that which pleasing and plausible. See exordium 
Demos. II. 

Vou. XXII. No. 85. 
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character. felt peculiar complacency, course, 
his disciples, and found some them more congenial than 
others, because they were more entirely unison with hig 
character and cause; but sympathized with all men, and 
pitied them more proportion they were more tried and 
afflicted proportion they needed his compassion and 
were conscious their necessities. was 
the friend and the companion sinners, and justified 
self that truly philanthropic ground: “The whole need 
not physician, but they that are sick: came not call 
the righteous, but sinners, repentance.” did not limit 
his charities the bodily wants men, like some very 
charitable persons now-a-days, nor, like others, labor only 
for the good their souls. healed all manner sick. 
nesses; also forgave all manner sins. bore both 
the sicknesses and the sins men always his heart, till, 
length, expiated the one and dried the fountain 
the other his atoning death the cross. His life was 
one continual conflict with evil and the evil one; and every 
conflict, every triumph, was not for himself, not for his kin- 
dred his disciples, not for his country his age merely, 
but for mankind ages; and not for time 
only, but through eternity. the expressive language 
the Apostle Peter his first sermon the Gentiles 
guage wonderfully descriptive the most comprehensive 
and enlightened philanthropy, went about doing good 
all that were oppressed the devil; for God 
was with him.” While was always ready alleviate the 
sorrows and sufferings men, always struck sin 
the root them,! and satan their author, the great 
adversary and murderer man from the beginning.? And 
all who have labored for the good others had been im- 
partial and comprehensive, wise and profound all 
philanthropists had been Christian philanthropists, and all 


E.g., instead saying the sick the palsy, Thy disease cured, says, 
Thy sins are forgiven (Mark ii. 5). 
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Christians had been charitable and philanthropic Christians, 
large part human wants and woes would long ere this 
have been dried the fountain. The religion the 
cross was the remedy for the ills that flesh heir to”; 
and sooner was the atonement made for the sins the 
world than commissioned his disciples into all 
the world and preach the gospel [publish the good news] 
every creature,” the same time promising with 
them omnipresent spirit love and power, “always, 
even the end the world.” Yes, his was philanthropy 
that deserved the name wide the world, universal the 
race, diversified its wants and woes, enduring its exis- 
tence. The pattern philanthropist found just where 
should expect find him the model man: the complete 
and universal philanthropist, the complete and universal 
man. men, could appropriate the language 
Roman poet: 
Homo sum; nihil humani puto.” 

nothing all that pertains man deem 
foreign me.” Nay, calls himself name which 
expresses yet more tenderly his peculiarly near and endear- 
ing relationship the race, and his wonderful love and 
sympathy for them. delights call himself the Son 
Man, that most significant word alone could express 
his affectionate devotion the well-being the family. 
repeats the name and dwells upon it, would fain 
emphasize his filial and fraternal love. Hear him: The 
Son Man came seek and save that which was lost.” 
The Son Man came not destroy men’s lives, but 
save them.” The Son Man hath power earth 
forgive The Son Man hath not where lay his 
The Son Man came not ministered unto, 
but minister, and give his life ransom for many.” 
“Betrayest thou the Son Man with akiss?” Except 
eat the flesh the Son Man and drink his blood 
have lifein you.” that eateth flesh and drinketh 
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you think merely accidental that calls himself 
this endearing name these and many similar passages? 
would appeal all that tender and sympathetic, 
all that every human breast 

And order feel all the power and pathos those 
words must remember that “Son Man” was not hig 
original title; that originally was more than human. 
was his rank and title heaven, where all the 
God worshipped him very God; and was love for 
mankind that brought him into our world human nature 
great human family, the Son Man among the children 
men. was made little lower than the angels [that 
became man] for the suffering death, that the 
grace God should taste death for every man.” 
the children are partakers flesh and blood, also 
himself likewise took part the same; for which cause 
not ashamed call them brethren.” Prodigal sons they 
are, who have wandered away from their father’s 
house, and fallen into the snare the devil, who has set 
feeding swine, and lets them starve after all their 
despicable service. But will and tell them how their 
Father waits receive them back; and many them will 
return their Father and his Father, their God and his 
God; and that Father will run meet them, and fall 
their neck and kiss them, and will rejoice over his sons that 
were dead, made alive again, that were lost, found. And 
whosoever will hear his words, and the will his Father 
heaven, the same will own his brother and sister 
and mother. And will ever reward any kindness shown 
them shown him, and resent any injury done them 
done him. For even when the world shall have come 
‘to end, and shall have gathered all nations before him, 


will pronounce sentence them the “Son Man” 
(Matt. xxv. 31). “For the Father hath committed all judg- 


ment unto the Son, because the Son Man” (John 
22, 27) therefore especially qualified judge men 
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And “when the Son Man shall sit the throne his 
glory,” the test character which their final destiny 
will turn, will their sympathy, want sympathy, with 
him love and charity their brethren, especially the 
poor and needy, the sick and the children 
men. “Inasmuch did, did not, unto one the 
least these brethren did, did unto me.” 
Then woe all the uncharitable and the misanthropic, the 
haters and oppressors their race. Yea, woe all who 
turn deaf car the cry the afflicted and the oppressed 
when pleads, “Am not man and brother”; but 
pleads vain. But blessed are they who have visited the 
sick and the prisoners; who have knocked off the chains 
the slave; who have given cup cold water brother 
Jesus; who have been followers him who was anointed 
preach the gospel the poor, heal the broken-hearted, 
preach deliverance the captives and recovery sight 
the blind, set liberty them that are bruised. The 
Son Man will stretch out his hands towards them, the 
sight assembled universe, and say: Behold 
family. Behold mother and brethren.” 


person Christ mine wealth, which the 
church has been digging ever since the opening the 
Christian era, and yet she has only just begun discover 
its treasures. The truths which are directly involved 
this one title, the Son Man, cannot but see, are sur- 
passingly rich. The lessons practical wisdom suggested 
our discussion are scarcely less precious. They are too 
numerous and. copious developed this Article; but 
cannot refrain from brief statement few them. 

The view which have taken Christ the Son 
Man may shed light the interpretation many pas- 
scripture, especially the prophecies the Old 
Testament interpreted the New. Not few the 
passages which are quoted the Gospels and the Epistles 
prophecies Christ, when examined their connection, 
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appear have had quite another original meaning 
application. Hence has arisen that anomaly the inter. 
pretation the scriptures, the doctrine double 
which has been carried such extravagant lengths 
many well-meaning commentators, and which has brought 
much scandal the sacred writings. Does not our view 
Christ the Son Man establish rational foundation 
for twofold application many scriptures which not 
all arbitrary, but grounded the very nature the case, 
Take, for example, that earliest and most comprehensive 
prophecies contained the third chapter Genesis 
will put enmity between thee and the woman, and 
between thy seed and her seed; shall bruise thy head, 
and thou shalt bruise his heel.” The enmity between the 
serpent and the whole race, who are the offspring 
first parents other words, between mankind and satan, 
who was from the the most 
obvious reference this scripture. But Christ still more 
truly and emphatically the seed the woman, the “man 
from the Lord,” whom many godly women, from 
the Virgin Mary, hoped give birth; and his conflict 
with and triumph over satan, the race wins its only real 
over its great adversary. him, and him only, the 
seed the woman effectually bruises the serpent’s head. 

Christ was emphatically seed Abraham and the 
son noblest offspring the patriarchs and 

Israel; the richest product the Jewish nation, 
whom all other nations were indeed blessed,— nay, the 
embodiment, one person, all the truths and all 
blessings which the posterity Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob 
and the offspring David were designed convey 
mankind. 

Again, look the eighth Psalm, and its interpretation 
the second chapter the Epistle the Hebrews: When 
consider thy heavens, the work thy fingers, the moon 

and the stars which thou hast ordained: What man that 

thou art mindful him, the son man that thou 
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him? For thou hast made him little lower than the 
angels, and hast crowned him with glory and honor. Thou 
madest him have dominion over the works thy hands.” 
Nothing can more obvious than that the primary appli- 
cation this Psalm the rank man, that is, the 
human race, the creation, and the Creator’s intention that 
should have dominion over the inferior creatures this 
lower world; yet the author the Epistle the Hebrews 

applies the passage Christ. And the light this dis- 

cussion, and only that light, see that the application 

not forced, not arbitrary. Christ the Son Man 

the fullest sense. Christ man the largest sense the 
representative the race; nay, its impersonation and 
embodiment. The rank which man was created lit- 

tle lower than the angels involved the condition which 

the Son Man, the representative the race, must needs 

humble himself, that might bear their sins and made 

all respects like unto his brethren. the other hand, 

the glory and honor with which Christ crowned the 

risen and ascended Saviour, the exaltation the race 

which the natural and the official representative. And, 

what perhaps the chief significance both the Psalm 

and the Epistle, the human race can attain its proper 
manhood, and its full dominion over the material creation, 

only and through Christ. When, under the transforming 

power the gospel Christ, man regenerated, redeemed, 
disenthralled, transfigured after his likeness, and earth 

subdued, purified, beautified, glorified into image 

heaven, then, the latter days, the glories God’s con- 
descending love the children men will seen 

they never were before, and then that Psalm will sung 

with some just understanding and appreciation the open- 

ing and closing verse which constitutes its key-note: 

Lord, Lord, how excellent thy name all the earth.” 

the same principle, how natural and beautiful the 

application Christ not few scriptures the Old Tes- 

tament which originally had reference David and Solo- 


mon and the line Jewish kings and captains, the 
archs, priests, and prophets, also, their long 
his very constitution the Son Man, well hig 
official relation the race, Christ patriarch, prophet, 
priest, and king and all that true and good 
any the great and good men, especially the chosen 
people, only fragment, only type and 
fect truth and goodness him, the great all that 
valuable and enduring the history mankind before the 
coming Christ foreshadowed him, and the 
all that permanent and truly excellent the history 
the nations that have lived, are yet live, under the 
Christian era. Educated men, scientific men, should tho 
last harbor prejudice against types. The material 


_world them. The pre-Adamic earth foreshadows 


every stratum surface, prophesies every 
page its great volume, the coming man possess 
and rule over it. inferior animal that has ever 
lived our globe contained its bodily structure the 
type and prophecy man. And human nature, human 
history, all one great type, shadow, prophecy, promise 
the Son Man, who the same time the Son God, 
and God’s anointed king over the world. Why then should 
thought strange that the Bible and the spiritual world 
are full types and prophecies him who the repre- 
sentative humanity, and “head over all things the 
church?” 

Our subject suggests the inquiry whether are not 
danger undervaluing and neglecting the human, or, 
which only another form the same word and another 
aspect the same thing, the humane side our religion. 
This side was made very prominent the teaching our 
and what more, was pre-eminently exemplified 


the promise xviii. 18): will raise them 
was Joshua first, then the whole line the prophets 
and leaders Israel, but most emphatically fulfilled the Great Prophet and 
Captain our Salvation. 
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his life, and especially symbolized his person. dis- 
tinctly declared his first sermon, the sermon the 
mount, that service God was acceptable his sight, 
while the offerer was enmity with any his fellow men: 
and reconciled thy brother, and then come 
and offer thy gift.” And repeated the lesson 
taught also the Old Testament, with all its pomp outward 
ceremonials and over again, his words and his 
actions. will have mercy, and not sacrifice.” “The Sab-. 
bath was made for man, and not man for the Man 
more sacred, more precious, than the Sabbath. There- 
the Son Man Lord also the Sabbath.” With 
this agree also the writings the Apostles: “Pure religion 
and undefiled before God and the Father,” says James, 
this: visit the fatherless and widows their affliction, 
and keep himself unspotted from the world.” 
say love God, and hateth his brother, liar,” says 
John; “for that loveth not his brother whom hath 
seen, how can love God whom hath not And 
even Paul, the most strenuous advocate justification 
faith, declares that knowledge and faith without charity 
are nothing. That splendid culogium love the chief 
the not from John, the apostle love, but from 
Paul, the apostle faith, and the logical and eloquent ex- 
pounder Christian theology. 

While the word God thus magnifies the duties hu- 
manity and charity, now forcing the subject upon the 
attention the people this land his fearful judgments 
and his wonder-working providence. The salvation our 
country this solemn crisis American history probably 
suspended the question whether the American people, 
and even the American churches, are willing recognize 
every one those lowly and oppressed human beings, who 
have been long crying vain for deliverance, man 
and brother. They are men. They are our brethren. 
They are the brethren the Lord Jesus Christ. Will 


nation, will Christian churches, own and treat 
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them such? will let the spirit aristocracy and 
caste, the spirit pride and prejudice, nay, must call 
the right name, the spirit. hatred oppressed 
race, prevail, and thrust them back into slavery, thrust 
them down into condition little better than slavery, when 
Christ pleading, almost bodily presence, for the rights 
and liberties his brethren, and when God, with aud. 
ible voice and the plagues Egypt, saying us: Let 
people go.” This the vital question. others are 
accidents and when compared with this. how 
much need revival the religion charity, fraternity, 
and universal love; the religion Christ, taught 
his own lips and lived his own blessed life, through the 
length and breadth our land, now tost with tempest 
and flowing with blood! shalt love the Lord thy 
God with all thy heart,” the first and great commandment; 
but the second like unto it: “Thou shalt love thy 
bor ought have done, and not 
leave the other undone.” 

Closely allied this the question, whether give 
due prominence the human side the character, the 
human nature the person, Christ. was this side, 
have seen, which himself made prominent, calling 
himself frequently and emphatically the Son Man.” 
And, review the ideas which are involved that 
chosen appellation, cannot but feel that there are his 
human nature the elements the greatest moral power. 
The power sympathy with men classes; the power 
universal genius and universal love; the power example, 
perfect and yet human; the power representative man; 
the power world-wide philanthropy these have always 
been the ruling and enduring powers human history. 
What elements moral power move and win, bless 
and save mankind, centre, then, “the Son Man” —in 
the human nature him who the perfect pattern man- 
kind, the representative his race, and the embodiment 
humanity. This the moral power which his teachings 
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and example have taken hold men all ranks and classes 
every age and nation where his name known, and 
through which his religion advancing with steady and 
irresistible progress the religion the world. And 
these same elements moral power, wonderfully adapted 
the nature and necessities man, see pledge the 
final and universal triumph the religion Christ. 
demonstrably religion from God. But mani- 
festly for all men all ages and nations 
and will certainly prevail. course, see the prog- 
ress Christianity, and the very perfection the human 
nature Christ, evidence something supernatural and 
superhuman. But there power, great power— power 
has not been fully developed; power which has 
scarcely yet begun applied the human elements 
themselves; and the perfection and the power these 
human elements the very channel through which the di- 
vine comes contact with the hearts men, touches their 
sympathies, moves their wills, and transforms their lives. 
This one grand design, not the chief purpose, 
the incarnation; and overlook defeat the end 
that great mystery godliness.” 

may that the Catholic church, and some the Re- 
formed churches, make too much the human nature 
Christ. Doubtless they misrepresent the doctrine 
transubstantiation, and the real presence the very body 
and blood Christ the sacrament the supper. 
not believe the omnipresence omnipotence the hu- 
man nature Christ. can hardly accept the doctrine 
grace and power the sacrament, inde- 
pendent the moral and spiritual character the commu- 
But there the humanity Christ kind 
moral omnipresence and omnipotence which not 


the very able Article German Reformed Church,” Bib. Sac., 
Jan. 1863. The doctrine the Sacrament and the Church this Article 
cannot but regard extravagant and transcendental, too 
embraced, even comprehended, the common mind. the same time there 
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easy exaggerate. Regeneration, sanctification, the 
urrection the body, and the life everlasting —all that 
deserves the name life for the individual the race, 
the body the soul, time and eternity men 
through the body and blood Jesus Christ. not all this, 
and more than this, taught those significant words our 
Lord which have already cited, but which can hardly 
repeat too often; for the Master repeats them various 
forms, and with all possible emphasis: Verily, verily say 
unto you, except eat the flesh the Son Man and 
drink his blood, have life you. Whoso eateth 
flesh and drinketh blood, hath eternal life, and will 
raise him the last day. flesh indeed, 
and blood drink, indeed. that flesh 
and drinketh blood, dwelleth me, and him. 
the living Father hath sent me, and live the Father, 
that eateth me, even shall live me” vi. 
53-57). These words are not limited the sacra- 
ment the supper. They doubtless have far wider appli- 
cation—to the entire person and life “the Son Man.” 
They are not taken any material even “mystical” 
but, interpreted their obvious moral and spiritual 
significance, “they are spirit and they are life. Life can 
come men dead trespasses and sins only through the 
life Christ; manhood, only union with his humanity, 
and thus with his divinity. 
conclusion, cannot but impressed with the 
sacredness that common humanity which was assumed 
our Lord and Saviour Jesus Christ, which was impersonated 
the Son Man, and still represented him, though 
now sits the throne the universe. How dare we— 
how can any one who belief the divine-human per- 
sonality Christ— have the hardihood injure neglect 
any human being, when every human being, however lowly 
important truth that direction, which the ministers and churches New 


England might well and discover without much danger imbibing the 
Mercersburg philosophy. 
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degraded, stands such sacred relations exalted 
were better than sheep; beat him with cruclty which 
you would not inflict upon ass; hunt him down 
with bloodhounds and shoot him with much indifference 
you would wild Despise man poor, 
low caste, has skin not colored like your own! 
Neglect man when sorrow and suffering, and let 
him die neglected and uncared for when sick! 
neglect and contempt the Son Man; denial the 
truth his religion indignity his sacred 
person. Every blow thus struck the meanest member 
the human family falls, were, upon his own blessed 
body. And when you stand before him judgment, 
will remember and recompense every wrong done his 
brethren wrong done himself, saying: was hun- 
gry and gave meat; was thirsty, and gave 
ked and clothed not; sick and prison, and 
visited 

Christ the Son Man see what man was made 
be, and what, reconciliation and union with God, 
capable becoming the true nobility man’s unfallen 
nature, and the exalted dignity and glory humanity, 
will when redeemed and regenerated. Christ rep- 
resents the unity the race—its solidarity, philosopers 
are fond saying their its universal broth- 
erhood, revealed the scriptures and the Chris- 
tian believes will actually exist the latter days, when 
every man will see every other man brother, and 
others, some measure, least, would that they 
should him, and the golden rule shall the law indi- 
viduals, families, and nations; one word, its regenerated 
and perfected manhood, when the ideal humanity, 
exhibited the person and the life Jesus, shall real- 
ized far, least, earth that shall pledge and 
earnest perfect realization heaven. And the 
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¢ 
divine beauty Christ’s humiliation see image 
man’s proper rank and intended character man 


like God and earth like the divine glory 


his exaltation see once the means and the security 
for the ultimate accomplishment that high destiny. The 
Son Man—humanity the right hand 
the Almighty Father, and all power heaven and earth 
given into his hands. And crowned with glory and 
honor sign and pledge the future glory and honor 
his race not indeed every individual it, for some, 
alas! persist rejecting the Son well the 
but, must believe, sign and seal, pledge and earnest, 
the future elevation and final salvation the great ma- 
jority the entire human family. Let, then, all who love 
their species, rejoice the Son Man their sympathiz- 
ing and almighty Redeemer, and await with undoubting con- 
fidence the day redemption; but let all the incorrigible 
enemies God and man tremble; for comes, the Son 
Man Son God, avenge the wrongs done 
both. And there anything more dreadful than the 
wrath holy God, will the righteous indignation 
the neglected and despised Son Man—neglected his 
own person and despised the person his poorer brethren 
when comes his own glory and the glory 
Father judge the assembled nations. 
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THE SUPERNATURAL THE PROMISE ABRAHAM. 


ARTICLE III. 


MARKS THE SUPERNATURAL GOD’S PROMISE 
ABRAHAM. 


SAMUEL HARRIS, PROFESSOR BANGOR THEOLOGICAL SEMINARY. 


controversy Rationalism not with Christianity, 
but with Theism. The denial the possibility the 
miraculous its essential doctrine and the source its 
vitality and strength. But miracles are possible there 
personal God. Positivism Pantheism are the 
positions which the denier the possibility miracles 
can make stand. 

Christianity essentially miraculous. implies prima- 
rily supernatural, divine action the redemption fallen 
man; and, secondarily, supernatural revelation that 
action. The whole conception involves the miraculous 
the creation, the fall, the primitive promise, the call 
Abraham, the covenant with the chosen people, the prepar- 
atory and prophetic dealings God with that people, the 
coming the Messiah, “the Word made flesh,” his resur- 
rection and ascension, the outpouring the Spirit, the sec- 
ond coming Christ, the final judgment. Whether true 
false, this Christianity. The denial the supernatu- 
ral the denial Christianity. 

Christianity willing appear and submit her claims 
decision the court reason. The question sub- 
mitted is: this scheme redemption adequate solu- 
tion the great problem human nature, history, and 
destiny? there man need redemption and 
demand for it? the scheme theoretically consistent and 
reasonable, and does commend itself the reason 
adequate, historically true, solve the world-problem? 
Was from the beginning incorporated into human 
history, has its late influenves wrought itself into 
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verity 

But this question decided the court 
reason, must Christianity itself that appears before 
the tribunal, and not makeshift bearing its name, but 
divested all that constitutes its distinctive character, 
grandeur, power. The denial the possibility 
miracles the denial the possibility Christianity, 
giving judgment before the question opened for 
argument. the question with Christianity 
the court reason; shutting Christianity out 
court. Deny the miraculous and nothing left the Bible 
but the debris myths and legends, and the fragments and 
crumbling ruins history which, even far may 
true, longer significant important. Then the 
question triumphantly propounded: Does this 
cant residuum solve the great problem human history 
and destiny? What does not? not Christianity. 
The plea Christianity has not even been heard. 

The question the truth Christianity dehatable, 
then, only with theist who admits the possibility mir- 
acles. Then the conception Christianity appears all 
its grandeur, supernatural, redemptive action God, 
traversing the history man from his creation the judg- 
ment; and the question fairly before us: Does this 
ception adequately solve the problem human history and 
destiny? inwrought itself into history prove 
its historical verity 

is, therefore, fruitless debate the evidences Chris- 
tianity with rationalist who denies the possibility 
acles. Let him shut his controversy with the 
theist; driven back his legitimate position either 
positivism pantheism. 

For similar reasons rationalism has right criticise 
interpret the Bible. The denial the possibility 
miracles necessitates beforehand that criticism destruc- 


tive and interpretation false. The Bible arecord, whether 
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true grand series supernatural, divine ac- 
tions the redemption fallen man. Though the work 
many authors, many centuries, this grand conception 
dominates all, steadily and consistently unfolded more 
and more clearly, and advanced accompanying historical 
events completeness, and gives the series books 
unity which the control one superintending 
mind. The denial the supernatural necessitates criti- 
cism the assumption that the books are false their sub- 
stance. That denial right interpretation impossible; 
for the Bible story the supernatural; and its actual 
meaning, whether true false, can ascertained only 
recognizing the supernatural. Deny it, and the meaning 
every part the book changes —the essential and vital 
significance gone. The grand panorama redemption 
vanishes. Nothing left but blinding drizzle myth 
and legend over dreary waste uncertain and valueless 
few fine moral sentiments, like those found the literature 
every nation. absurd criticise interpret the 
Bible from this point view. Ifa man enters St. 
church with the assumption that private dwelling- 
house, his criticism must pronounce the plan and construc- 
tion faulty, and his interpretation must miss the significance 
every part. Not less absurd the attempt Strauss 
criticise and interpret the Bible the assumption that the 
supernatural impossible. 

These principles are important the interpretation 
God’s promise Abraham. impossible, then 
God never made the promise, the account peremp- 
torily set aside myth, and the whole story once takes 
its place among the obscure beginnings history 
tradition respecting the origin nomadic tribe which 
afterwards established itself agricultural people the 
small province Palestine. When this position frankly 
acknowledged and held with logical consistency, the scepti- 


cism comparatively harmless. But rationalism extends 


its beyond the circle minds that accept its 
mate conclusions. The miasma debilitates many who are 
not prostrated with the plague. Many the churches arg 
reluctant acknowledge the covenant with Abraham 
more than the founding nation and the promise 
ular advantages. Under the same influence they will 
possible extract from meaning which refers 
the temporal. They find difficult discover the Old 
Testament any Messiah Messianic kingdom and have 
the strange contrast Jews finding the Old Testament full 
the Christ, and Christians who find Christless. Ration. 
alism and naturalism have swept over modern thought like 
sandstorm the desert, not only overwhelming those 
the centre its path, but blinding and bewildering those 
that are far off. 

The difficulty arises from forgetting the unity the 
scriptures recording the grand series divine actions 
redemption. Every part scripture included under 
this unity and derives its significance fromit. 
the human body shows its dissevered ligaments, fibres, 
and its connection every side with the body, and 
utterly unintelligible except this connection recog- 
nized, every part scripture shows its connection with 
the organic meaningless aside from that 
connection. the acorn can understood only when 
known the seed and therefore the prophecy oak; 
the history the oak can understood only when the 
tree known have grown from acorn; the Old Testa- 
ment can understood only when known the 
germ and prophecy the New; and the history the New 
Testament intelligible only find its germ the Old. 
And the sight the growing oak enlarges the knowledge 
the acorn, even those who had theoretically understood 
its nature germ, the coming Christ must give 
deeper and clearer understanding the Old Testament, 
even those who had understood its prophetic and 
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paratory character. Overlooking this unity redemption, 
the interpretation single passages scripture becomes 
impossible. The structure crumbled into shapeless 
heap, and the several parts become undistinguishable and 
meaningless rubbish. The denier the supernatural, 
attempting interpret the Bible, necessarily acts over 
again the bookish want common sense, which has been 
ridiculed from the literature, and shows brick 
sample the house. 

When admitted that the scriptures have this unity 
the work redemption, becomes natural, and even 
necessary, interpret the promise Abraham referring 
the blessings come mankind through redemption. 
this supposition, evident that the Bible teaches 
that redemption was brought -into human history 
the agency chosen people, and that the Jews were 
that people. is, then, the obvious and necessary inter- 
pretation the call Abraham that was the call that 
chosen people, and that the covenant with him had refer- 
erence their agency the great scheme redemption. 
this supposition, the questions criticism respecting 
the author and composition Genesis become minor 
consequence. God was Christ the Redeemer the 
world supernatural action, then was through the line 
Jewish history that the supernatural agency took its 
preparatory course and their very origin God must have 
destined the Jewish people this service. this sup- 
position, even the facts their history, which remain fixed 
under the most destructive criticism, could receive 
other interpretation. interpreted, the incarnation 
and redemption Christ must denied. Accordingly 
Colenso, who his first book the Pentateuch writes 
were still retaining the supernatural the New 
appears his second part have seen the 
impossibility resolving the Old Testament into myths 
and holding the New Testament history, and abandons 


Israelites necessitates the same interpretation. assumes 


And, further, the supernatural work redemption 
admitted, the facts the previous history the 
compel interpret this promise referring redemp 
tion; for then must admit the fact personal 
tions God Eden, and, subsequently, the fall; the 
promise deliverance through the agency the woman’s 
seed; the beginning the fulfilment that promise the 
existence chosen people, the line Seth, Enoch, 
Noah, and Shem; and God’s personal revelations them, 
These great facts Abraham must have known. the light 
these facts must have understood his call, and the 
promise blessing all mankind through his seed, asa 
renewal, enlargement, and further definition the primitive 
promise, and designation his posterity the chosen 
seed the woman, through whose agency God was bring 
redemption. Even the promise had made mention 
the blessings redemption, the mere fact that God had 
called Abraham’s seed his peculiar people necessitates 
this significance. And the case not altered, even 
Abraham yet had knowledge personal Messiah, 
but only redemption wrought God through the 
agency chosen seed. 

should added that the subsequent history the 


that they are God’s covenant people. All their literature 
teaches the same. Their government theocratic. Their 
prophets, with ever-increasing distinctness predict that the 
kingdom perpetuated the Anointed One, the Son 
eousness and peace, and under whose reign the kingdom 
become universal, and the chosen people possess 
the world. The covenant with Abraham the key the 
entire history and literature the Old Testament. 
had historical record it, should obliged 
assume that some time, some form, God had chosen 
this people, and entered into covenant with them. 

Whoever, therefore, admits the conception redemp- 


tion supernaturally wrought bound all these reasons, 
and accordance with the laws interpretation, explain 
the call Abraham and the covenant with him referring 
With one who denies the supernatural idle 
argue the question interpretation; since begins with 
the assumption that the fundamental conception which the 
Jewish history and literature develops absurdity. 

But the interpretation correct which regards the call 
Abraham one the series actions which God 
redeems men from sin, still should expect that the 
call and the promise, the coming people from his loins 
and the divine care them people would most 
conspicuous, and that provision would promised for 
country and temporal career. While the very fact 
calling people serve God and the depository 
his revelations and the vehicle conveying his redemp- 
tive energy implies principal reference redemption, 
should expect that the explicit mention this reference 
would general and indefinite because our conception 
God’s supernatural work, primarily divine action, 
and secondarily divine revelation; and the revelation 
made the action. When, its fitting time, God performs 
any act the great series redemptive actions, the 
act itself that reveals him. performs the act, and leaves 
tell its own story, make its own revelation. 
does not stop comment explain. unrolls the 
panorama, but gives lecture The great fact that 
God called Abraham, and entered into covenant with him 
make his posterity God’s chosen people, stands there, its 
place the world’s history, revelation God. The 
subsequent history Israel and the ultimate coming 
Christ are the sufficient commentary. 


proceed notice some those characteristics 
the promise Abraham which evince its divine origin: 

given the book Genesis, opens with the 
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blessing God pronounced him. After man had fallen, 
the midst the condemnation, the divine blessing 
pears the promise deliverance from the evils into 
which had plunged himself, and victory over the 
power that had ruined him. The same implied 
intercourse with those that served him before 
day, which sketched the slightest manner, and may 
regarded prefatory the principal history, beginning 
with the call Abraham. this call the blessing 
tinctly reannounced. the first record the call find, 
the most condensed form, the call Abraham separate 
himself from all others serve God, the promise that 
should become great people, the covenant that God would 
the God that people, and the promise that through 
him, the father this covenant people, all the families 
the earth should blessed (Gen. xii. was renewed 
both Isaac and Jacob. was unfolded with increas. 
ing clearness the Psalms: “The mountains shall bring 
peace the people, and the little hills righteousness. 
shall come down like rain upon the mown grass, 
showers that water the earth. his days shall the right 
eous flourish, and abundance peace long the moon 
endureth.” the prophets presented stronger 
light; they linger with affectionate delight, and 
mulate all the beautiful things the earth set forth its 
glory. the New Testament, amid the songs 
tured angels, bursts like sunlight over all the earth; 
tidings great joy, which shall all people.” 
The Bible, from beginning end, the development this 
grand idea blessing from God sinful man through 
redemption. lies here the beginning the history, 
the promise Abraham, the key the entire Bible and 
all God’s action man’s redemption; the keynote 
that divine harmony many parts which sweeps through 
all human history, and swells triumphant the music 
heaven. 
observed that the Old Testament does not 
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present this idea poetical fancy admired and 
that dominant God’s action, and the realization 
which all whom chooses his servants are that very 
election consecrated. calling Abraham elects the 
people the human agency which will 
employ realizing this end; his own chosen people, set 
apart and consecrated this service; nation founded 
with the design bless mankind this the very goal 
its ambition, the highest glory held out its founder, the 
grand motive inspiring the national life. Incorporated into 
the very charter and covenant the national existence 
the law love. And the fact pregnant with the meaning 
that whoever are chosen God his people are thereby 
consecrated the work securing men blessings 
redemption. They are accept this the chief end 
their lives, and devote their entire resources and 
its realization. 

This alone lifts the Old Testament above all heathen 
literature, and stamps divine. This conception 
blessing the world the key God’s action and end 
which human life and endeavor are consecrated, 
foreign the heathen mind. poetical fancies 
returning golden age, were fancies only, and did not even 
suggest the thought endeavor realize them. 
mythology fabled that city state was founded under 
the patronage god, the promise was only that should 
conquer and possess other cities and states, 
should bless them. Philosophy gave definite statement 
the great idea, and much more failed propose 
end realized God’s action and command man’s 
service, propose any scheme which its realization 
secured. Ackermann has elaborate argument 
prove that Plato had caught the idea salvation for 
mankind; but his argument leaves the mind doubt; 
while the very necessity such argument proves that, 
the most, the most advanced minds the heathen nations 
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had but glimpse the idea, and did not present 
conception exerting practical power. 

The development this ideain the Old Testament 
those writings apart from all heathen literature, and stamps 
divine. And the force the argument enhanced 
the fact that the idea gradually developed in, and incor. 
porated into, the history and literature the nation. Thus 
the evidence divinity raised above the niceties 
criticism, and becomes indubitable the history and 
literature the nation. The same argument still more 
convincing when applied the whole Bible, which the 
New Testament appears the complete development 
the Old. 

civilization, the prevalence and practical power faith 
human progress and perfectibility. The belief has been 
erroneous the nature the perfection human 
society, and the means attaining it; just the Jewish 
expectation the Messiah had become erroncous; but, 
like that, there germ divine truth. is, the 
root, Christian idea. The promise, which that expec- 
tation unconsciously looks, and which was originated 
the life humanity, came down from heaven. the 
ages when human culture and history yet gave elsewhere 
suggestion this quickening thought, breathes 
through all the literature the Israclites, and lives all 
their history. There breathes, divine prophecy and 
promise, human expectation and hope, the idea which 
the inspiration modern thought, the life and power 
modern progress. 

II. The whole human family the recipient 
blessings through Abraham’s posterity. “In thy seed shall 
all the nations the earth blessed.” 

the Greek and the Roman the largest object love 
and service was his city, or, the most, his country. 
could patriot, but not philanthropist. The idea 
the human race whole had scarcely been formed his 


| 
3 
q 


mind; was not force the civilization his times. 
was stranger those mighty ideas—the one family 
man; universal brotherhood; the welfare that family 
definitely proposed every mind, object accom- 
plished; the divine power entering human history re- 
demption, and thus consecrating humanity; the universal 
obligation consecrate life, the spirit 
the service God the service man—these great 
are not the literature Greece and Rome. Nor 
can you find the derived thoughts, familiar the modern 
worth man; the sacredness and universality 
human rights; missions; reformations; human progress; 
the conversion the world. Whatever thought, 
action, institution, looks the welfare mankind 
whole, the rights man, man (not subject 
citizen), the elevation and renovation humanity, 
wanting. 

But the opening Genesis, the human race pre- 
sented one family, and foundation thus laid for all 
the grand and quickening ideas which flow from this con- 
ception. The power this unity man one family, 
having common relation God, their maker, enhanced 
their common fall, and their common participation the 
ruin sin, the condemnation God, and the hope 
deliverance through human seed. What unity the 
human kind here, which makes even the wickedness 
man reason tenderness towards him from hig fellow- 
men, who are also fellow-sinners, and comprehends even 
the men within its all-embracing community 
interest. Why does this old book open with this grand 
conception which heathen culture never attained 

For the full force this argument, necessary 
consider the circumstances under which the promise 
Abraham was made. was nineteen centuries before 
human cultivation began anywhere look beyond the 
limits national exclusiveness; was when men were 


dispersing themselves through the world; when families 
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and clans held their little territories, roamed nomadic 
over the unoccupied earth, the germs nations that were 
be; was when history herself was not yet born,! and 
Egypt dimly seen centre national life and unity, 
Then was announced this promise blessing for-all man. 
the future the life-principle nation, and the object 
realized its history; the key the plan 
providence all the history the world. This great idea 
the human family, one origin, one fall, and 
common redemption, fills the Bible. the Bible, 
Prophecies and doctrines, commands and promises, ritual and 
types, providential acts and miraculous interventions, are 
all the mighty growth this one seed-thought. 

III. The promise the idea universal 
religion. 

Any explanation, which admits that the call 
was supernatural, requires this admission; for then the 
essential conception the call must be, that God selects 
Abraham’s posterity the depository the knowledge 
himself, and the agency through which bring 
redemption the world. The same apparent the 
various inspired records this covenant. 

the minds modern Christians the idea universal 
religion has lost its strangeness. They understand that 
religion must the same American, Chinese, 
Hawaiian. But was not familiar the ancient mind; 
was even rejected impossible. was urged 
argument against Christianity, that claimed 
versal religion. Says Celsus: must fool who can 
believe that Greeks and barbarians, Asia, Europe, and 
Lybia —all nations the end the unite 
one and the same religion.” 

The history the exemplifies the difficulty felt 
the ancients receiving this idea, which the Bible has 


History herself was born that night when Moses led forth his country- 
men from the land Goshen.” Bunsen. 
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made familiar us. They were slow believe that 

Jehovah was the one and only God. The idolatry into 
which they were continually falling, was not the 
tion Jehovah, god, the god their nation, but 
was falling back the common belief the times, that 
was only god that nation, and that other nations had 
gods really divine he. Hence the reiterated procla- 
mation: Jehovah; there God else. Thou 
shalt have other Gods before me.” was not till the 
captivity that the lesson was thoroughly learned. 

But this idea universal religion the -worship 
one God, the participation common redemption, 
the ground the possibility community human 
interests, and all efforts for man’s spiritual salvation, 
even for universal and homogeneous social progress. 

Polytheism essentially divisive. nation has its 
peculiar gods, embittered against the gods other nations 
with all the enmities the nations themselves. The gods 
the hills fight against the gods the valleys. Thus 

there common ground unity; common and 
supreme God; common and authoritative law right 
and wrong; common standard appeal; common 
idea sin, salvation; common faith, nor hope, 
nor spiritual experience. The cleavage which divides the 
nations, cuts down through the deepest foundations 
common thought, feeling, and interest, and leaves them 
more hopelessly than ships driven asunder 
the ocean; for cleaves the ocean itself, and leaves 
common element which they separate. 

This foundation universal religion and common 
redemption must laid human thought before 
possible for men even have the idea permanent 
community interest among all nations. There may 
temporary alliances, arising from temporary coincidence 
interest, changed enmity when that temporary 
coincidence ceases; but there basis common prog- 
ress, character, interest, and hope, the same under all 
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outward changes. This foundation must laid 
thought before possible even have the idea the 

conversion the world, missions, philanthropy, 
popular progress, the education and improvement 
mankind. 

But this idea universal religion implied the 
promise Abraham, and declared with ever-increasing 
clearness the Psalms and the Prophecies. 

IV. This blessing mankind common re. 
demption and universal religion realized through 
the agency people chosen God, and, covenant, 
made his peculiar people. 

Here apparent incongruity. The promise 
universal blessing; universal religion; redemption 
bless mankind. promise made single people; 
includes within call and command that people 
separate themselves from all others, and covenant 
God with them which distinguishes them from all others 
his own. 

This incongruity becomes more conspicuous the sub- 
sequent history. Moses established stringent and minute 
regulations insure the separateness the 
They were forbidden round the corners their beards, 
and were required, many similar rules extending the 
minutiae life, make themselves unlike other people, 
and prevent the contamination associating with them. 
bloody wars they took the land Canaan, seeming 
the enemies, rather than the benefactors, mankind. 
The spirit exclusiveness grew into their national life, and 
became Pharisaism. 

the other hand, all the literature this people vital 
with the promise universal blessing Redeemer and 
religion for all mankind. the thinking all the leading 
minds the nation this great idea grows broader and clearer 
the actual separation the people becomes more distinct. 
the Psalms and the Prophecies uttered language 
once the most explicit and sublime: wilderness 
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end the solitary place shall glad for them, and the desert 
ghall rejoice and blossom the rose: for the earth 
bringeth forth her bud, and the garden causeth the things 
which are sown burst forth, the Lord will cause 
righteousness and praise spring forth before all nations. 
The earth shall full the knowledge the Lord, the 
waters cover the sea.” 

But this seeming contradiction itself proof the 
divine origin the promise and its development the 
Israelitish writings. 

shows that there nothing the life and institu- 
tions that people which can adequately account for it. 

The literature people the utterance its inmost 
heart and life; but the institutions the Jews were de- 
signed separate them from other nations. They imbibed 
the spirit their institutions, rather than the spirit the 
universal promise; and exclusiveness penetrated and char- 
acterized the national life. How accounted for, 
that this promise appears the beginning their history, 
and breathes its broad, generous, hopeful spirit through all 
their literature? have seen that the idea wanting 
heathen literature for two thousand years after the call 
Abraham, and that was difficult received, was even 
regarded absurd, when definitely propounded Chris- 
tianity. Now see that the outward institutions and 
history the Jews themselves were seeming antagonism 
the idea, and could not originate How can its exist- 


ence, under such circumstances, accounted for, except 


inspiration from God. 

Especially this difficulty insuperable those who 
accept the low views the Israclitish character common 
sceptics. For example, Goethe says the had 
never been good for much, their own judges and “proph- 
ets were always accusing them; that they had few virtues, 
and more faults than any other people. The single merit 
toughness all that allows But any 
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naturalistic rationalistic principles, can the production 
such literature from such people accounted for? 
How explained that the prophecy blessings 
the national existence, and developed greater dig. 
tinctness all its literature and history? avails nothing 
say that there was higher life flowing within the 
itish history, like blood within body, and that the literature, 
which announces the universal blessing, the utterance 
this inward life. This true, the New Testament 
teaches: “They are not all Israel, which are Israel; 
neither because they are the seed Abraham, are they all 
children: for not Jew which one outwardly; 
but Jew which one inwardly.” But this removes 
difficulty for the since only admitting that 
the Jewish people some sense inspired people, and 
that the inmost heart their history the supernatural. 

The seeming contradiction shows the promise 
reach thought into the future which could not have been 
less than divine. 

implies divine foresight. Nearly two thousand years 
were pass before this great thought would become 
working power the civilization the nations; yet 
boldly announced, not beautiful fancy, but proph- 
promise what God’s action was be. And 
during the long centuries following, when, over all the 
earth, sign fulfilment appears, psalmists and 
prophets persistently announce the great idea and 
its sure fulfilment. When the farmer autumn casts seed 
into his field, buries entire isolation; but does 
with knowledge the vital powers the seed, and with 
the foresight that will lie protected its hiding-plage 
the winter over, and with the coming spring will 
and cover the field with verdure. this seed-thought 
-must have been deposited the Jewish mind with the 
knowledge its divine power, and the foresight that, 
protected during the wintry ages, would due time 


come forth and bless the world. The very fact burying 
seed proves that who buried knew its vital power, 
and buried that might grow. 

evinces not only foresight the fact, but also plan 
and preparation for its accomplishment. The Jewish nation 
selected preserve the truth the earth, till the time 
when should given all nations Christ, light 
enclosed lantern protect.it from the wind, till 
can safely uncovered within the house. The seed- 
thought deposited the roughness Jewish institutions, 
nature deposits chestnut burr, protect until 
grown. The Israelites were people dedicated the 
future. Prophecy and promise breathed through all their 
writings. The expectation the Messiah and his king- 
dom last penetrated all their thinking, and became ‘the 
distinctive characteristic their national and religious life. 

The separation the Israelites, God’s chosen 
people, from the world, only the application, peculiar 
form, principle which universal. 

Christianity power separation, really Judaism 
was. proclaims: “Come out from among them, and 
separate, saith the Lord, and touch not the unclean 
thing; and will receive you, and will Father unto 
you, and shall sons and daughters, saith the Lord 
not send peace, but sword.” Allegiance truth must 
separate from allegiance error; allegiance God must 
separate from ungodliness, and must often occasion sharp 
separates, that may universal. God’s chosen people 
separated from the world draw the world itself, 
until mankind, yielding the attraction, become God’s 
people. The conception not mere universality, but 
that which distinctively Christian made universal. 

Hence, history, every special forth-putting the divine 


MARKS THE SUPERNATURAL 


energy redemption has been notable power 
Not only did the call Abraham separate him and 
posterity, but when the apostles preached 
tianity the church Christ became really separate, 
though the separation differed its outward form, The 
preaching Luther separated the Protestant 
The Puritans and the Methodists became separate people, 
When missionary preaches Christ the heathen, the 
converts are their conversion separated from the heathen 
mass. Religion can advance towards universal acceptance 
only separation. The separation the Israelites, there. 
fore, only the application, peculiar form, principle 
which universal. 

Accordingly God always carries his the 
agency chosen people. The use such agency. 
belongs every part the administration divine grace. 
belongs the fundamental conception the spiritual 
kingdom growing without observation— the world, but 
not it. 

The parallel may carried even further. The Israelites 
were descended from Jacob, and such, nation. 
This conception the more prominent their history. 
Yet within the nation was always the spiritual 
the greatest corruption, seven thousand who had not bowed 
Baal. was this spiritual seed which constituted the 
true Israel; this, whose hidden life found utterance the 
spiritual sentiments and expectations uttered psalm 
prophecy; this, which gave the true significance and value 
the Israelitish this, the chit within the 
embodying all the life the kernel, and shooting up, while 
the rest the kernel decayed, into new and glorious 
life. the other hand, Christianity, the spiritual seed, 
existing spiritual church scattered among all nations, 
first and prominent. Yet those nations are the most 
efficient promoting human progress whose civilization 
the most thoroughly penetrated and vitalized this 
spiritual life and truth. The immense empires 


India are account the history human progress. 
call them unhistorical. The English-speaking race, the 
most thoroughly Christianized all races, more efficient 
promoting human progress than any other race. Even 
discoveries science and inventions art, which are 
working such wonders for human welfare modern times, 
the most thoroughly Christianized nations which have 
accomplished the most. Heathen and Mohammedan nations 
contribute nothing. may fulfilment the original 
promise that man should subdue and rule the earth. The 
promise the human race, such, was forfeited the fall. 

renewed God’s covenant people. continually 
reiterated that they shall inherit the earth. not see its 
fulfilment this fact, that heathen and Mohammedan nations 
discover and inventnothing; that thoroughly Chris- 
tianized nation is, the more contributes the wonders 
modern discovery and invention, which the powers 
natureare subdued man’s man takes possession 
the earth, and Thus, while Christianity the 
spiritual life and church are foremost thought, the very 
nations and which this life mighty become God’s 
chosen agents advancing human welfare; and this 
sense God carrying his work, now ancient times, 
not all nations, but chosen nation, most 
few chosen nations. 

The Israelitish people was church covenant with 
God, which was intrusted the preservation and propaga- 
tion the true religion. They were thus, like Christians, 
“stewards the manifold grace God.” Missions 
other nations were not enjoined; for the world was not yet 
ready for them. God did, however, scatter them among all 
nations, carrying with them the knowledge Jehovah, and 
the Messiah the principle missionary 
labor was established the that they who have 
the knowledge God and redemption, have intrusted 
them stewards preserve and propagate it. Two 


methods fulfilling this stewardship were especially en- 
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joined the Israelites; the consecration their children 
God, followed the sedulous and persevering education 
them the true faith, and the conversion the faith, 

practicable, all foreigners with whom they came 
contact. observed that this method pre. 
serving and propagating the faith the consecration and 
training children, all ages the principal reliance the 
church for its own growth wherever Christianity has once 
been accepted people; and here declared 
fundamental the first formal institution the church 
the call Abraham. 

Thus the Israelites, though separated from other nations 
for the preservation the true religion, were advahce 
all contemporary nations the spirit and principles 
world-wide religion and philanthropy. the ages when 
all other nations were shut national exclusiveness, and 
scarcely had the idea human race, much less one 
God and one religion and one blessedness for all mankind, 
the Jews had this grand idea; was their literature 
the promise and prophecy God; was seminal their 
national life; was vital every generation the lives 
spiritual men and and the expectation its 
realization the Messiah gradually became assured and 
universal, though accompanied with errors. 

For all these reasons, the separation the Israelites 
not inconsistent with the universality the promise, and, 
instead invalidating, confirms the argument for its divine 
and supernatural origin. 


See Luke ii. 31, 32. 
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ARTICLE IV. 


THE GIFT TONGUES. 


the reader the New Testament, who desires and 
aims get clear and satisfactory views all which 
there recorded respecting the early history Christianity, 
few matters probably, present themselves more indistinctly 
before him, occasion than what de- 
nominated, both scriptural and common language, the 
Gift Tongues. What was it? whom and for what 
purpose was the gift bestowed? what manner, what 
circumstances, and under what limitations, was exercised 
These and many other similar inquiries arise the mind 
the thoughtful and some them, least, are not 
readily answered, put the mind rest. all such 
inquiries easy answer generally, that this gift was 
miraculously imparted the apostles, and some 
extent others the early Christian churches, speak 
and teach languages not vernacular them, and which 
they had not acquired knowledge any ordinary method. 
Perhaps most readers, and not few who should students, 
the New Testament, are satisfied with such answer 
but the subject presented the inspired writers 
various aspects, connection with predictions, narratives, 
precepts, exhortations, and rebukes, many points are sug- 
gested which the inquiring mind asks for something 
more specific and definite. 

important principle the economy redemption 
seems involved this matter, and probably nothing that 
bears very directly the duties the Christian life, least 
not these later ages the world, must not expect 
find all that light shed upon it, which the fundamental 
doctrines and precepts our religion are rendered luminous. 
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Still may, perhaps, able, and so, desirable, 
obtain such views shall harmony with all the 
facts and statements which the New Testament presents 
connection with the subject. Let us, least, seek have 
views well-defined and consistent the case 

Most commentators the New Testament have written 
more less fully respecting the gift tongues, proposing 
various and inconsistent theories for harmonizing the state. 
ments and phenomena presented the several passages 
relating it; but nearly quite all our knowledge, and 
the grounds for forming opinions the subject, must 
derived from what the sacred writers have themselves re. 
corded these passages, and the language employed 
presents special difficulties, mere learning little 
avail for arriving correct conclusions. 

Writers this subject may arranged two classes— 
those who assert, and those who deny, the miraculous nature 
the gift. Among those the latter class the learned 
and others, almost numberless, the rationalistic 
commentators Germany, who, while uniting rejecting 
everything supernatural the phenomena represented 
Acts ii. and Cor. xii. and xiv., disagree much the 
hypotheses which they attempt account for these phe- 
nomena. 

Among the writers the first class, maintaining the mi- 
raculous character the gift tongues, are Storr, Kuinoel, 
and Olshausen, with orthodox Germans generally, including 
the historians Neander and Guericke, with nearly all evan- 
gelical commentators England and the United States. 

Before noticing the various and conflicting opinions 
which have been advocated—and not proposed 
spend much time upon seems proper survey, 
briefly the several passages the New Testament where 
this wonderful gift mentioned, and learn what aspects 
and relations the sacred writers present it. first 
spoken Mark The risen Saviour, his fare- 
well address and commission his disciples, tells them that 
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these confirmatory signs shall witnessed those who 
believe: “In name they shall cast out devils; they shall 
speak with new tongues they shall take serpents; and 
they shall drink any deadly thing, shall not hurt them; 
they shall lay hands the sick, shall recover.” 
Here the gift tongues predicted one the miracu- 
lous manifestations witnessed, not the apostles 
only, but also those who should believe their doctrines, 
and exhibited proofs that those doctrines, divinely 
accredited, were heartily believed and submitted to. The 
exact purport and extent and object this promised 
endowment should borne mind. was simply 
promise the apostles that they who received their doc- 
trines, and proof that they had really received them, 
should endued with these supernatural gifts. The pos- 
session these gifts might sign the apostles, 
teachers, who would naturally look for evidence that their 
instructions had been effectual; and they might sign, 
also, the new converts themselves, evincing that they 
had rightly and savingly believed the Christian 
and still further, they might sign the unbelieving 
multitudes, that those who embraced these doctrines were 
thereby brought into new spiritual state; while all, 
the exercise these promised miraculous powers would 
evince that the doctrines were from God, and that the 
preaching and receiving them were accompanied 
divine power and sanction. 

the same farewell meeting with his disciples, Christ 
commissioned them into all the world, and preach the 
gospel every creature; the same time intimating that 
they were not prepared enter immediately this, their 
great and therefore bidding them tarry Jerusa- 
lem till they should endued with power from 
(Luke xxiv. 49), expressed, Acts till the 
fulfilment the promise the Father, that they should 
“be baptized with the Holy Ghost not many days hence.” 

Taking along with the predicted miraculous endow- 
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ments recorded, Mark xvi. 17, Luke xxiv. 49, and Acts 
proceed the record made the sacred writer 
respecting this gift tongues Acts and onward, 
But before entering upon the examination this, prelim. 
inary remark two may made.. 

That the disciples, the time Christ’s ascension, 
had clear view (if, indeed, they had any notion all) 
their Lord’s mission, our atoning Saviour, the 
method salvation through faith him, the nature 
the kingdom which was about set the world, 
and which they, founders and pillars, were bear 
prominent part, seems too obvious require proof. Their 
worldly and ambitious hopes, often expressed, and even 
their last interview with him; their dulness apprehension, 
and their misunderstanding him when alluded his 
real character and work, and their perplexity view his 
arrest, crucifixion, and resurrection, all show not 
total, darkness these points. And they probably 
ceived additional light previously the day 
And the reason, undoubtedly, why they were not bidden 
once and preach the gospel—to reap the fields 
white already the harvest was the best all reasons, 
that they had not yet learned the message which they were 
carry forth—did not themselves understand 
trines which they were preach. fully qualified for 
their work they must first take lesson from the 
ening, sanctifying, inspiring Spirit. This brings the 
scene the day pentecost. 

the narrative not explicit respecting the place, the 
order, and other particulars the wonderful manifestations 
presented us, conjecture must resorted to, and all that 
can hoped for, Suggest what may seem probable, 
least possible. question arises the place. Itis 
hardly supposable that these followers the recently 
crucified Jesus would have been permitted occupy any 
large room the temple; nor can suppose this company 
Christ’s disciples have been worshipping with the 
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Jews, the betrayers and murderers their Lord, the 
latter could have sympathy fellowship with the former 
the deeply interesting matters which their thoughts 
and prayers must have been mainly directed; and spa- 
cious halls and addresses great public assemblies were 
not common those days and Jerusalem, they are 
our cities this age, must not suppose that the 
apostles and their company had procured hall capacious 
enough accommodate thousands auditors. Nor would 
apartment the temple, such hall, have been 
ciently secluded and quiet for such humble and devout 
worshippers. This company disciples were probably, 
this day the Spirit’s descent, occupying the same 
room which they had for days before been holding their 
for prayer, and probably was room, house, 
belonging some one their number, capable accom- 
modating hundred and twenty persons. not neces- 
sary suppose that all the speaking the multitndes was 
done there, that the three thousand more whom Peter 
addressed were gathered into any one room. Most the 
speaking was probably done the courts the streets 
about the house, elsewhere. This must suflice for 
preliminaries. Let now look upon this worshipping 
assembly. 

Teachable and obedient, though sad and perplexed, the 
apostles and their companions, about hundred and twenty 
all, had been, agreeably their Lord’s command, waiting 
Jerusalem for the fulfilment his much 
darkness, doubt, its purport, yet united heart, 
and devoutly praying with reference the great blessing 
about conferred, and the unknown scenes that were 
about open upon them. Some presentiment they may 
have had that the anticipated blessing was drawing near 
and perhaps they had continued all night prayer; 
they were assembled early hour for prayer- 
meeting. The first miraculous manifestations could not 
have been much later than the first hour the day, 
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sunrise, since find the whole scene closed, and Peter 
delivering his address the third hour, about the usual 
time the Jewish morning service. 

this point the narrative presents three phenomena, 
viously all alike the result miraculous interposition: 
the cloven tongues, like fire, 
their beginning speak with other tongues, 
consequent upon their being filled 
the Holy Ghost, and proving that they were so. 
miraculous interposition, must, admit the truth 
the narrative, the first two these manifestations occa- 
sion more perplexity than opening the eyes the 
blind, healing leper, any other but set the 
facts connected with the third such light 
sistent with each other, and the same time seem nat- 
ural and truth-like, not little difficult. the sacred 
writer does not stop harmonize apparent incongruities, 
attempt give aspect verisimilitude the scene, 
can, already remarked, only conjecture what were the 
circumstances and what the order and relations the 
The scene, are told, opened upon the company suddenly. 
The unusual sound and the fiery symbol resting the head 
each them convinced the disciples that the promised 
Spirit was really then present with them, and the new 
languages which they found themselves, almost involun- 
tarily, uttering praises and prayers strengthened this con- 
viction. The Comforter was now, Christ had promised 
them, bringing their remembrance. sudden 
thought, all that their Lord had said them the Son 
Man being lifted up”; “the Lamb God that taketh 
away the sin the world”; his coming, not condemn 
the world, but that the world through him might saved”; 
the good shepherd laying down his life for the sheep” 
his being “the way, the truth, and the life”; his “king- 
dom being not this world,” and the also the meaning 
the rites, ceremonies, and types, the Old Testament 
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scriptures, and the predictions relating the Messiah, 
now suddenly burst upon their divinely illuminated minds 
with almost bewildering effulgence. this time 
even the teachings their Lord these subjects had 
rather perplexed and troubled, than instructed and 
forted them; but now, from the Old Testament scriptures 
and the teaching Christ, the whole plan salvation 
grace, through faith his propitiatory death, flashed 
their minds with more than noonday clearness. dark- 
ness and doubt are gone; and may suppose them 
from the fulness their “Oh the depth 
the riches, both the wisdom and knowledge 
This sudden opening the whole mystery redemption, 
these thrilling views the unspeakable mercy God 
giving his Son die for sinners, and the compassion 
their ascended Lord yielding himself slain 
the Lamb God take away the sin the world, put the 
whole company into ecstasy. Their emotions were too 
strong controlled, expressed any common man- 
ner; and under the impulse the Holy Ghost, and with 
this new power language with which they were endued, 
they gave utterance their wonder, thankfulness, and joy; 
probably the form prayer, hymns praise, and 
devout ejaculations, extolling “the wonderful works 
God,” especially the great redemptive salvation 
through the propitiatory death their divine 
Their excitement and joy were probably all the greater be- 
cause that, their “speaking with other tongues,” according 
the promise, they had demonstration that the doctrines 
which they had been taught were divine, and that they had 


1This suppose the first time that the gospel method salvation, 
through faith Christ’s atoning death, and the wonderful mercy God 
providing such salvation for sinful and rebellious man, was clearly appre- 
hended any human mind. wonder, then, that when this whole matter 
was once opened, clear and fresh, the minds the apostles and their com- 
panions, the illuminating power the Holy Spirit, they were thrown into. 
ecstasy, and out their glowing and admiring hearts spake the wonderful 
works God 
XXII. No. 85. 
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themselves now rightly apprehended and savingly believed 
them. Their hearts, softened the agency the Spirit, 
swelled with the holy emotions which their new views were 
adapted awaken, especially with adoring gratitude the 
Saviour and compassionate love toward their 
The rumor what was going that retired room 
was soon spread through the city, and multitudes the 
pilgrims from abroad, and others who might then have been 
their way their morning worship, were drawn. 
curiosity the scene these strange occurrences. Some 
entered the house, others gathered around it, while the 
disciples, full enthusiasm boldness, and uncontrollably 
eager tell their friends and all whom they could reach 
the new truths and views and emotions with which their 
own souls were almost overwhelmed, hastened into the 
streets, addressing they met them, 
ing each, their own dialect,! the new views scrip- 
ture history, and prophecy, and rites, and the marvellous 
grace the gospel with which they had just now been 
inspired. Well might those dead formalists those merce- 
nary, ceremonial worshippers amazed such religious 
fervor, such novel and startling truths! the disciples 
near and gracious did God seem be, and glorious 
his redeeming, saving love, that they could not refrain from 
singing praises, ejaculating their adoration and joy, and 
speaking his wonderful works, even the open street, 
and all whom they met. Such strange things, coming 


cannot understand literally, its full extent, the phrase “out 
every nation heaven,” need not suppose that each one the sixteen 
different from all the others. Probably all the countries mentioned not more 
than five six different languages were common use. Nor need suppose 
that speaker gave utterance his thoughts, emotions, and all 
these languages the same time, nor that all the one hundred and twenty, 
even all the apostles, one speaking one language and another another, 
spake all these languages the same time and the same place. would 
have occasioned disorder and confusion, which cannot imagine 
could have occurred under the direction and agency the Spirit God. 
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from such unlearned and common men, yet spoken each 
company its own language, filled all Jerusalem with 
amazement. “What these things mean?” asked the 
sober-minded. The scornful said: men are full 
new 

feelings the company the prayer room and 
wherever the disciples went about the city were, without 
doubt, most excited and ecstatic, their mental state being 
too novel and abnormal permit them carefully 
conform the conventional proprieties public assemblies 
they might have done when more calm and self-possessed. 
now come Peter’s address the wondering mul- 
titudes. Respecting the place where was delivered 
have information. That was any hall room 
capable admitting the thousands hearers who appear 
have listened him, is, before remarked, altogether 
improbable. may have spoken from the door the low 
roof the house where the prayer-meeting had been held, 
while the hearers stood around the street the court 
the house; may have been some other favorable 
place the street courts the city, whither the multi- 
tudes had resorted. this connection the only point 
important noticed is, that vindicating himself and 
his company from the charge drunkenness, Peter, for 
aught that appears the narrative, used only the common 
language Palestine; and yet seems have 
fectly understood all his hearers. This would seem 
imply that the “devout men out every nation under heaven 
then dwelling Jerusalem,” from the numerous countries 
enumerated Acts ii. were all Jewish parentage, and 
had retained their own national tongue; while, the same 
time, they understood the languages the countries where 
they had severally been born had sojourned. This sup- 
position, not all improbable, would reconcile the apparent 
discrepancy between their recognizing the several languages 
miraculously spoken first, and their all intelligently lis- 
tening Peter’s address afterwards. Nothing would indi- 
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cate that any wondered the language and manner his 
address, while they were cut the heart the pungency 
with which pressed home upon their conscience their 
guilt crucifying the Messiah, and opened their minds 
the new doctrine pardon and salvation through faith 
his atoning death. have, therefore, reason believe 
that there was nothing unusual this address, except the 
new, strange, and moving truths which uttered, and the 
unwonted fervor, solemnity, and personal application with 
which they were urged home upon the hearers. Peter 
proceeds assures his hearers, alluding the miraculous 
speaking with tongues which they had been listening, 
that what they had witnessed was only the fulfilment 
Joel’s prediction (Joel ii. 28-30), which, the mind the 
speaker, was nearly synonymous with what Christ had 
foretold (Mark xvi. 17) should happen the experience 
those believing the Christian doctrines. But unneces- 
sary dwell longer this instance the gift tongues, 
though more peculiar and more encompassed with difficul- 
ties than any other. 

Let now pass the next recorded manifestation 
Cornelius, and the presence his assembled family and 
friends, whom this same Peter had been divinely directed 
and tell them words whereby they might saved. 
The company were probably mostly Gentiles. When they 
had heard from Peter the doctrine remission sins 
through faith Christ, and their hearts had been opened 
receive it, and the Holy Ghost was poured out upon 
them, they were heard speak with tongues and magnify 
God.” was the sign predicted (Mark xvi. 17). This 
proved the believing Jews who were with him 
that these Gentiles the Holy Ghost was given, well 
the Jews. When Peter, afterwards, before the fault- 
finding Jews, defended himself for consorting with and 
preaching the Gentiles this occasion, states that, 
when, after having been commanded special message 
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from God, addressed them (the Gentiles Cornelius’s 
household), Holy Ghost fell them (Jews) 
the beginning; doubtless referring their minds back 
the day pentecost, and the wonderful descent the 
Spirit, and the consequent speaking with tongues that 
memorable occasion. 

The next instance mentioned the gift tongues 
Acts xix. where find Paul Ephesus, company 
with certain John’s disciples who had received only 
John’s baptism, and had not much heard that there 
was any Holy Ghost. Paul unfolded them the plan 
salvation through the atonement, and also the promise 
Christ that his followers should baptized with the Holy 
Ghost; and upon their being baptized the name Jesus, 
Paul’s direction, “the Holy Ghost came upon them, and 
they spake with tongues and prophesied.” The gift 
tongues and prophesying, this instance, those 
preceding, seems have been simply miraculous gift 
bestowed upon those hearers who, divine grace, had just 
been brought into new and higher religious state, and 
bestowed simply proof themselves and 
they had undergone this spiritual 

Probably those converts whom the apostles laid their 
hands and they received the Holy Ghost, mentioned Acts 
17, received this gift tongues, though not 
expressly stated that such was the fact; and probably, too, 
the ability which Simon Magus coveted, and which pro- 
posed buy the apostles with money, was the ability 
produce similar wonderful manifestations those whom 
should lay his hands. 

find further mention the gift tongues the 
New Testament writers till come Cor. xii.; the 
phraseology used Paul the twelfth and fourteenth 
chapters this Epistle not uniformly the same all pas- 
sages when treating this gift, may well remark that 
and seem be, without doubt, 
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interchangeable forms expression, having all common 
meaning. But this brought before the readers 
these chapters, presented some aspects that are new 
and widely different from those which have before 
it, the connected facts and circumstances should 
looked at. 

The whole drift this first Epistle the Corinthians 
shows that shameful disorders and immoral practices, with 
ambitious, uncharitable, contentious spirit, prevailed 
the Corinthian church. Jewish formalism, Grecian 
ophy, and pagan sensuality, connected with errors and 
unchristian doctrines, seem have become rampant there 
during Paul’s absence from the city; and instruct, 
reprove, and reform the church was obviously his object 
writing the Among the evils which marred the 
purity, peace, and order the the coveting 
such spiritual gifts attracted admiration, and exalted the 
possessor above his brethren the public estimation, and 
especially this gift tongues. These ambitious members 
desired rather excite wonder, than instruct; draw 
admiration themselves, than edify the church; and 
show that God had peculiarly honored them, rather than 
honor God proper use his gifts. the course 
the apostle’s rebukes and exhortations, contained these 
chapters, find such remarks these: that speak- 
eth unknown tongue, speaketh not men, 
God,” while who prophesieth, that is, 
being divinely inspired, instructs and exhorts, speaketh 
edifieth the church.” “Better,” i.e. more honorable 
and that prophesieth than that speaketh 
with tongues, except interpret, that the church may 
edified.” “If come you speaking with tongues, what 
guage intelligible your hearers, “shall speak into the 
air,” What, then, the conclusion? 


This very plainly evinces that the gift tongues, here treated of, was not 
designed employed for teaching. 
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pray the Spirit (7@ i.e. such foreign 
language the Spirit may enable me, “and will pray with 
Wise man, using appropriate means for accomplishing 
object. sing with the Spirit” (76 
such unknown tongue the Spirit may enable me, and 
understood. 

similar strain the apostle proceeds through the first 
twenty-one verses the fourteenth chapter, and then brings 
out his conclusion: then “tongues are for sign” 
(using the very words the Lord’s prediction, Mark xvi. 
17); not for the benefit believers, but them that 
believe not; or, Robinson paraphrases it, are miracle 
which the presence and power God were manifested, 
directly, through the agency those whom sends, 
not intended for churches believers, but for unbelieving 
heathen. 

Interpreters have given various renderings the formula 
interpreters all educe substantially the same meaning from 
the formula, and that the one which the apostle’s course 
thought and reasoning the passage and context seem 
obviously demand and sanction. The only difficulty 
found making give the meaning which the argu- 
ment requires. Some arrive giving the adverbial 
passive, rather than active, signification, 
translating intelligibly, rather than intelligently; making 
the passage read, will pray with the spirit, i.e. influenced 
the Spirit, foreign language; and will pray with 
This interpretation adopted Bloomfield; but pas- 
sages the New classic Greek, are 
referred to, which fully this passive rendering 
voi. the Septuagint some are found that seem 
favor it. Storr, however, judges too clearly con- 
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prefers meet the difficulty interpreting voos sapientia, 
and vol cum sapientid, wise man,” 
remarks, has regard the results what doing, 
and aims that which most profitable. The aim 
speaking understood, that the hearers may 
benefitted. But speak auditors unknown tongue 
unwise and puerile, and might esteemed folly mad. 
ness.” Storr’s translation the passage would 
nearly follows: will, miraculously enabled 
the Spirit, pray unknown tongue; and will also pray 
wise man, desirous and aiming profit those who 
hear me, i.e. understood. will also sing under 
the inspiration the Spirit, and will sing the edification 

the nineteenth verse Paul writes, Though speak 
with tongues more than you all, yet the church, had 
rather speak five words, vods (obviously the 
same purport the fifteenth) ten thousand 
words unknown tongue”; meaning that five words 


the and Cor. xiv. 14, Meyer remarks: not 
understood the objective Holy Ghost (against which see ver. 14), but 
the higher spiritual nature man, which granted the inspired the 
Holy Ghost, such as, according the different degrees inspiration, can leave 
the intellectual activity ver. 14) its own agency, can support for 
the continuance this degree inspiration. The last here meant; and 
means, therefore, speaking through the activity the higher supra- 
mundane consciousness, without the aid the reflection the understanding. 

Practically seems little importance, relation the subject before 
us, whether understood objectively —the Holy Ghost, sub- 
jectively —that higher condition the human mind produced the Holy 
Ghost acting man. 

Meyer, vindication his view just quoted, remarks: entirely mis- 
taken opinion that the genitive relation rendered other 
possessed the man and spoken through him. ..... The Holy Ghost, though 
men, never called the spirit man, and cannot called, because 
different from the spirit man. pov own indi- 
vidual higher life-principle. pray with tongues, then this higher life-prin- 
ciple activity, because replenished and excited the Holy Ghost, 
its receptive organ; but understanding-reflection accomplishes nothing.” 


4 
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benefit the hearers, are better than ten thousand 
words spoken unknown tongue, and not understood. 
Or, Storr might translate the verse: the church had 
yather speak five words wise using appropriate 
means accomplish object, than ten thousand words 
language which hearers would not understand. 

One fact brought out Paul these chapters, while 
treating this gift tongues, deserves notice, bearing 
upon and illustrating the nature and object the gift. 
fully implied that the ability speak unknown 
tongue, and the ability interpret what was spoken, were 
separate gifts; and were not always, least, imparted 
the same person, leading infer that who spake 
unknown tongue did not himself always know the mean- 
ing the language which uttered. can hardly 
suppose that such ability gift this would 
qualification for teacher, was employed the apostles 
others for such purpose. 

may asked not probable that, while believers 
the bosom the church, surrounded only 
those who spake the same language themselves, and 
therefore having little need for this gift, were thus ignorant 
the meaning what they uttered, others who travelled 
evangelists into nations speaking other languages, were 
favored with the gift tongues more perfect and 
more available form? But where the New Testament, 
elsewhere, there any evidence that such gift was 
possessed used the apostles, other early propagators 
Christianity Itis obvious that Paul and Barnabas did not 
understand the language Lycaonia (Acts xiv. 1-18); 
they would have known earlier, and would have protested 
against and prevented, the preparations which priests 
Jupiter were making pay them divine honors. 

Speaking various spiritual gifts, the twelfth chapter, 
divinely bestowed different individuals, and exer- 


cised all for the general edification the whole church, 
XXII. No. 85. 
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Paul makes this distinction between the gift speaking and 
the gift interpreting those unknown languages 
lously spoken believers; the fourteenth chapter, 
where gives instructions respecting the use these gifts, 
and imposes restrictions, brings out this distinction stil] 
more fully. bids him speaking unknown tongue 
pray that may interpret; and there one the 
assembly who can interpret, bids him possessed the gift 
speaking keep silence, rather than waste the time the 
congregation unintelligible talk. And again, while direct. 
ing how orderly meeting should conducted, bids 
those possessing this gift speak, not more than two 
three, and that orderly succession, taking care that they 
proceed, some one interpret, that the assembly may 
fied. Similar instructions Paul gives respecting their 
the revelations which may made any them. 

Having taken this survey what the New Testament 
writers say respecting the gift tongues, very brief 
will now taken some the opinions entertained 
commentators. These opinions are gleaned incipally from 
Storr’s dissertations the subject, written confutation 
and other anti-supernaturalists, and found his 
Opuscula Academica; and from Kuinoel’s commentary 
the second chapter the Acts. 

Most the early interpreters the New Testament, 
and many later times, entertained the opinion that the 
apostles, and others associated with them preaching the 
gospel, were, the day pentecost, whenever called 
into their work, special miraculous power enabled 
understand and speak and write any language, though 
before unknown them, which they might need use 
propagating the Christian doctrines. This was part 
their inspiration, and special endowment for their work. 
This divinely imparted ability, these writers maintain, was 
permanently possessed these early evangelists, enabling 
them preach among the nations whither they went, 
each its own vernacular tongue, and thus superseding 
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the need delay and labor required for learning unknown 
languages. Perhaps this the prevailing opinion the 
church the present day. The arguments for and against 
this opinion, and others which may noticed, would 
require too much time and space present, even the 
briefest possible manner. must suffice now say that 
the writers the New Testament nowhere assert imply 
that such gift was bestowed upon, exercised by, the 
apostles other early preachers the gospel; neither 
can find any early Christian father historian referred 
asserting implying any such thing; and assume 
that such miraculous power was bestowed, the absence 
all supporting evidence, inspired uninspired, surely 
unreasonable. 
Other expositors, avoid difficulties apparently in- 
volved other theories, have supposed that the apostles 
and their companions the day pentecost, spake only 
their own vernacular language the one prevalent Judea, 
and that the miracle consisted, not their speaking the 
many languages enumerated the narrative, but work 
divinely performed the hearers who were gathered from 
the several nations mentioned, causing them hear, each 
one his own native language, what was actually spoken 
one language only, and that the language Palestine 
miracle wrought not the speaker, but the hearer; 
not lingual, but auricular, its nature. 
Others, again, have supposed that the gift tongues 
was bestowed only for limited time, and occasionally, 
simply proof the presence and power God, and 
the possessor’s being under divine influence and guidance, 
and proof, therefore, that the Christian religion, which 
they preached, was from God. 
They who propose and defend the foregoing and similar 
theories, agree recognizing the supernatural, miraculous, 
character the gift. But other expositors, already 
mentioned, maintain that supernatural endowment this 
nature was conferred, the day pentecost, any 
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other time; and the phenomena can accounted 
for without resorting miraculous interposition. 
some 

That the apostles and others the feast 
used other than the common language Palestine; and 
that the wonder the people was caused, not their 
being addressed languages diverse and before unknown 
the speakers, but their hearing the apostles and others 
pray, sing, praise, and exhort the common language 
Judea, the Syro-Chaldaic, Aramaean, and not the 
sacred Hebrew, which, these commentators assert, the 
temple and synagogue service, and the public worship 
God all occasions, was, according pharisaical law and 
usage, uniformly conducted. They who take. this view 
the subject suppose that the multitudes assembled 
salem the feast, coming from the many nations enumerated 
the sacred writer, consisted mainly Jews sojourning 
those nations for trade other purposes, and were either 
born Judea, descended from Jewish parents who had 
longer resided abroad, but who had retained their native 
language, and trained their children it; and thus the 
language Judea was their vernacular, language 
which they were born.” When, therefore, these Jewish 
residents foreign lands heard the apostles and 
companions, borne away divinely inspired ardor and 
enthusiasm, break over the formalities and conventialisms 
the synagogue, and perform their devotions aud address 
their hearers language which the truths which they 
uttered would most intelligible and most impressive, 
that is,in the common language the people, they were 
astonished, and indignantly exclaimed: How that 
hear sacred things thus profaned, and the worship 
Jehovah celebrated, not the venerable Hebrew, but 
the vulgar language which were born! the 
apostles were regarded speaking with other tongues 
than was appropriate for religious worship and instruction. 
This hypothesis, while means satisfactorily accounts 
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for the phenomena presented the pentecostal scene, 
affords help explaining other passages found the 
Acts and Corinthians. 

Other commentators maintain that all that was won- 
derful the speaking the apostles and their companions 
the day pentecost, consisted their mental state and 
their manner speaking, and not all the language 
employed. They spake with fervor, boldness, authorita- 
tiveness, and eloquence, which, ignorant, obscure, un- 
practised men, like the apostles and their Galilean associates, 
were marvellous. Hence they were said speak with new 
tongues, with other tongues, that manner unlike what 
had before been witnessed them. This may, perhaps, 
have passed into sort proverbial saying, which has 
come down even our day; and when one spake with 
fervor, eloquence, and power above what had been before 
known him, said him, that speaks with new, 
with another tongue. This hypothesis, like the preceding 
one, while utterly fails explain some the 
presented both the pentecostal scene and Cor. xii. 
and xiv., furnishes but very inadequate help explaining 
others. the apostles were only speaking with remarkable 
eloquence and impressiveness, why did the multitudes 
exclaim with amazement: How hear we, every man our 
own tongue wherein were born?” or, how could Paul 
tell the Corinthian Christians that their speaking with 
tongues was not edification; or, that they should not 
speak unknown tongue unless some were present who 
could interpret 

Other writers have supposed that the speaking with 
tongues brought view Acts ii. and that treated 
xiv., were essentially different; and that, while the 
former was the result truly divine inspiration gift, 
designed and used facilitate the work the first propa- 
gators Christianity, the latter was fanatical, pretentious 
imitation the truly divine gift bestowed upon and used 
the apostles; and that consisted frantic uttering 


il 
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unmeaning sounds truth language all—resembling, 
perhaps, what was exhibited thirty years ago the Caledo. 
nian Chapel, London, among the followers the late Edward 
Irving. But the serious manner which Paul treats the 
subject precludes such supposition. 

Among more recent writers Meyer and also Bleek have 
each started the question whether means 
speak some language not vernacular, utter 
sounds which, strictly speaking, could not called 
guage, and could rendered intelligible and instructive 
only one who, under the influence the Holy Ghost, 
possessed the interpretation; and they both 
seem have decided favor the latter view. That the 


‘speakers the day pentecost really spake languages 


not vernacular themselves, evinced the fact that 
the hearers, various nationalities, heard them speak the 
wonderful works God, each his own language which 
was born. The narrative Acts would seem 
Peter the speaking with tongues the house 
Cornelius appeared this respect, well others, 
like that the day pentecost. 

this point Olshausen very justly remarks: Accord- 
ing view the speech higher poetic language not 
the only characteristic the but, under 
certain restrictions, has the inner climax the power pro- 
duced through the Spirit from above risen high 
persons that they could speak foreign languages. 
larly was this the case the first pentecost, and from 
prominent appearances the charisma then, retains the 
name also less cultivated appearances.” other in- 
stances mentioned the New Testament, have not the 
same direct and positive evidence this point. But the, 
supposition that the speaking with tongues the Corinthian 
church was merely fanatical, unmeaning jargon—a 
merely ambitious, hypocritical pretension ability which 
was not possessed, is, Paul admitted have been 
honest man, divinely inspired instruct and guide the 
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converts there, utterly incompatible with the language and 
manner which addresses them the this 
was not the speaking real language, 
such men employ convey their thoughts and feelings, 
what could have been? 

Let examine somewhat particularly what Paul says 
the subject 

asserts that this ability was the gift God Cor. 
xii. 28), including among the special endow- 
ments which God had bestowed upon individual Christians 
for the edification the whole Could he, 
honest man, speak any fanatical jabber gift God? 

Paul places himself the same level, far the 
reality and miraculous nature the endowment are con- 
cerned,with the Corinthian converts, only claiming have 
alarger measure it, that spake with tongues more 
than they all. cannot suppose that uttered nonsense, 
and thanked God that was able so, more than 
they all. 

bids them covet, earnestly desire, spiritual gifts 
Cor. xiv. 1), obviously alluding those gifts enumerated, 
28, and singles out only inspiration 
teach—as being superior the ability speak with 
tongues. wishes that they all spake with tongues, and 
implies that when who speaks with tongues interprets 
what utters, that the church may understand and 
edified, equal him who divinely inspired teach 
Cor. xiv. 5). Could the apostle have addressed 
respect any phrenzied, unmeaning use the 
vocal 

Paul further writes that who speaketh with tongue, 
speaketh not men, but God (xiv. 2); and again, one 
who, the exercise this gift tongues, rendered thanks 
God, says: Thou givest thanks well” (xiv. 17). What 
more arrant trifling; what more offensive mockery, could 
there be, than addressing God such fanatical gibberish, 
pretending prayer thanksgiving, and that 
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was uttered, too, under the impulse the Spirit Goq 
(xiv. 2)! 

Again, Paul writes that “he who speaketh with 
edifieth himself” (xiv. 4). How could the venting 
fanaticism the uttering nonsense his edification? 

Once more, Paul says, closing his instructions 
this subject (xiv. 39): desire prophesy, and 
forbid not speak with tongues.” Would the apostle thus 
have given his sanction the existence and continuance 
such fanatical, not say profane and blasphemous, pre- 
tensions? not rather have rebuked the ambitious 
triflers sharply did the incestuous persons, and 
commanded the church rid itself those who grossly 
marred the peace and order and fair fame their Christian 
assemblies? doing only could his closing injunction 
complied with: “Let all things done decently and 
order.” 

Having taken this brief and very imperfect survey 
what the writers the New Testament have said 
ing the gift tongues, and some the more noteworthy 
theories and opinions which have been advanced theo- 
logical writers, close stating some the conclusions 


which the survey leads us. 


Before mentioning them, would premise that the key 
the whole subject seems found the promis- 
sory prediction Christ (Mark xvi. 17) already quoted. 
“These signs shall follow them that believe: name 
shall they cast out devils; they shall speak with new 
tongues,” etc. This predicted, promised sign was witnessed 
the day pentecost, when the and their 
panions, filled with the Holy Ghost, for the first time fully 
understood and heartily received that fundamental doctrine 
Christianity, salvation grace, through faith Christ 
and hisatonement. The same prcdicted sign was witnessed 
when Peter unfolded the gospel plan salvation the 
household Cornelius, and they heartily believed 
44); and again when, Paul preached Ephesus, and the 
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gospel was received his hearers (Acts xix.6). 
more this promised sign was witnessed the church 
Corinth. was probably witnessed there when the first 
converts, under the renewing influence the Holy Ghost, 
heartily believed the gospel Christ taught Paul, and 
probably continued witnessed there for years, the 
gospel continued preached, and new converts were 
gathered from that large population. Amidst the cor- 
ruptions doctrine and morals, the rivalries and disor- 
derly practices prevailing among that brilliant and luxurious 
people, the purity this sign-gift was often marred, much 
that the apostle felt constrained rebuke the church 
for their abuse that which was, special manner, 
endowment conferred the Holy Ghost. 
probable, though have direct testimony that effect, 

that this gift followed the hearty belief and reception the 

gospel most, not all, the places where the apostles 

preached, sign believers and others that the gospel 

was from God, and that his presence and power attended 

the preaching and reception it. 

The conclusions, then, which are led are: 

That the gift tongues was supernatural endow- 
ment conferred the special influence the Holy Ghost, 
agreeably Christ’s promise, upon the apostles, and 
some extent upon the other early Christian converts, 
sign proof, themselves and others, the power and 
presence God and the truth the Christian 
and more especially sign proof that those possessing 
this gift had, truth, received those doctrines and experi- 
enced the regenerating influences the Holy Spirit. For 
this purpose the gift was promised, and for this purpose 
sacred writers inform that was actually bestowed. 
And does not seem have been promised for any other 
purpose; and, far have any scripture statements 
history, any just grounds for inference, the gift does 
not seem have been bestowed possessed used for 


any other purpose. 
XXII. No. 85. 
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what extent the gift was bestowed; whether its exer. 
cise was witnessed all the early churches, only some 
them, when specially needed; how was continued; 
whether through the whole ministry the apostles and 
even beyond, limited the church, first planted, 
have means determining. Like inspiration and the 
power work miracles, this gift was doubtless widely 
bestowed and long continued among believers, Infinite 
Wisdom saw that the exigences the Christian cause 
demanded. 

Another conclusion which are brought is, that 
the gift tongues predicted and promised 
(Mark xvi. 17), and that stated have been actually con- 
ferred (Acts ii. and xix. 6), was the same 
origin, character, design, and use that treated Cor. 
xii. and xiv. noted that Paul repeatedly speaks 
this latter sign; the very term which Christ employed 
when made the prediction and promise Mark. 

further conclusion, though may seem hardly more 
than repeating what has already been said, is, that the object 
this gift was, predicted Christ his farewell address, 
and earlier the prophet Joel (ii. 28), miraculous sign 
the apostles themselves and their converts, and unbe- 
lievers also, evincing that they who exercised this gift were 
under supernatural divine influence, and that conseqnently 
thé Christian religion was true and from was 
actually sign all this the apostles and their compan- 
ions the pentecost; was sign Peter and all with 
him the family congregation the house Cornelius; 
and was received the believing Jews when Peter 
vindicated his conduct that occasion. was sign 
Paul that the Ephesian converts had cordially believed the 
gospel; and says was sign the Corinthian 
church, “that God was them truth.” This gift, 
therefore, testimony the truth the Christian doc- 
trines and means facilitating their propagation, held 
place similar that any other miraculous power. 
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Christ his promise, classed with the power 
exorcise devils, heal the sick, and take serpents 
and drink deadly things without harm. This all that 
was promised with regard it. 

The gift tongues was not permanent gift 
endowment, brought into habitual long-continued 
use; but was sign confirmative the divine authority 
the Christian doctrines, especially designed for and 
adapted the first proclamation the gospel, and the 
Christian institutions community. And 
when was coveted exercised beyond this, seems 
have been the Corinthian church, the gift was, 
Paul very plainly intimated, abused. 

The gift tongues was not designed ameans which 
the apostles others might preach the gospel communi- 
ties whose vernacular tongue was different from their own. 
was not promised, nor does ever seem have been 
used, for such purpose. Neither the New Testament nor 
history seems furnish evidence this effect. Although 
the first reapers the great harvest-field the world were 
few and feeble—a little band against the powers earth and 
hell—while the work assigned them was vast and urgent, 
and the opposition from both Jew and Gentile was fierce 
and determined, yet their Master and Head left them 
labor-saving machinery, devices for facilitating their task. 
far this was concerned, all was accomplished 
the ordinary way hard work; and with the single 
exception, that the divine authority the Christian doc- 
trines was the beginning testified miracles other 
supernatural agency, these doctrines must during the first 
century gospel propagation, have won their way the 
minds and hearts idolators and opposing unbelievers pre- 
cisely the same manner that they now the nineteenth. 

how far necessary presuppose the possession 
this ability address any people their own native lan- 
guage order account for the rapidity and extent which 
were witnessed the work gospel propagation during 


the age the apostles, may observed that Paul, 
early studies and subsequent intercourse with men, doubt. 
less became familiarly acquainted with and could readily 
use the Hebrew, the Syro-Chaldaic Aramaean, the Greek, 
and the Latin languages, and adding these the Arabic, 
knowledge which may probably have acquired while 
Arabia (Gal. 17), immediately after his conversion; and 
thus furnished, could, from Italy Persia, and short 
all the countries which traversed evangelist, 
intelligibly preach the gospel Christ the mass the 
people. ever went Gaul Spain, learn 
(Rom. xv. 24) that intended Spain, though 
very doubtful accomplished that purpose, might 
have spent much time preaching the Latin and Greek. 
speaking portions the people, while was learning the 
vernacular the countries. More probably was provi- 
dentially hindered from going thither, because could 
otherwise spend the closing years his ministry more 
profitably than learning the languages which would qual- 
ify him preach the word effectively those barbarous 
tribes. 

Where, what languages, the other apostles preached 
Christianity, know very little with certainty. They 
could probably all use the Syro-Chaldaic and Hebrew and 
multitudes Greeks and Romans, Jews from Greece 
and Italy, were then residing at, visiting Jerusalem and 
Judea, not improbable that most the apostles could 
use the Greek and Latin languages more less perfectly. 
they went lands where these languages were 
not available mediums communication, they probably 
learned the vernacular other missionaries have 
done, the process being, perhaps, somewhat shortened 
their peculiar zeal and laboriousness. However this may 
have been fact, whatever difficulties may seem 
involved this view the subject, is, think, contrary 
the canons scripture interpretation, and sound 
reason find miracle where one not expressly asserted, 
forced upon unavoidable inference 
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practical remark two, closing, may not im- 
proper. the view here given the purpose 

the gift tongues correct, neither the Christian mis- 
sionary modern times, nor the churches which send him 
forth, can, when they compare their movements with the 
apostolic missions, excuse their dilatoriness and want 
success, alleging that the apostles and their coadjutors 
possessed, the gift tongues, facilities for immediately 
and powerfully influencing the minds men which are not 
granted their successors these later ages. The fact 
that they were called preach people with whose 
respective languages they were more less fully acquainted, 
did, indeed, place them high vantage ground; and per- 
haps the miracles which they wrought might sometimes have 
opened the way for the readier reception the truths 
preached though noticeable fact, that often the very 
miracles wrought, far from silencing opposition and 
operating favorable introduction for the truth, actually 
called forth the bitterest hate and the most unrelenting 
persecution (Acts iv. 17, 18; vii; xiv. 3-5; xvi. 
19-26). Whatever advantages the apostles possessed 
laboring among people with whose languages they were 
previously acquainted, and their power work miracles 
confirmation the doctrines preached, there can little 
doubt that these advantages are more than outweighed 
the printing press and other kindred facilities for the rapid 
and wide promulgation the truth, which are possessed 
missionaries our times. 

While excuse for our tardy manner prosecuting the 
missionary work found any advantages which 
the apostles possessed superior those enjoyed the 
preachers these times, just little reason, may 
again remarked, there for deferring enter more ener- 
getically and hopefully the work giving the gospel 
the whole world till some anticipated more favorable period; 
when, owing more extended and powerful outpourings 
spiritual influences, the conversion the world Christ 
will rapidly and successfully carried forward, almost 
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without human agency, and the church will have little more 
than stand by, wondering, rejoicing, and praising; 
or, when, far the instrumentality the church 
any measure required, will some easy, con. 
venient manner, without those prolonged, 
exhausting labors which now seem indispensable any 
degree success. Such seems the common notion— 
not very fully spoken out millennial progress and 
umph the work evangelizing the world. But 
read the Bible aright, such time simultaneous church 
inaction and church enlargement and triumph promised, 
Both the Bible and history seem say that the discipline 
toil and conflict essential the spiritual 
life and purity, and consequently the enlargement, 
the church; and her Lord, out loving care for his people, 
will, his wise providence, doubtless see that they have 
what these their spiritual thrift requires. 

That more rapid and powerful progress the 
than what the world has ever yet seen promised and held 
reserve for this future age, may firmly and 
fully believed; not, however, effected such 
manner supersede the necessity for labor and prayer 
the part God’s people; but rather accomplished 
their intenser struggles, rewarded larger meas- 
ures divine influence shed down insure more glorious 
the prayer, the labor, the self-sacrifice ages are, 
speak, condensed into one day. because the 
hour Zion’s real travail has come. the windows 
heaven are opened, and blessings poured out which 
there shall not room receive, will because all the 
tithes shall have been brought into the Lord’s storehouse; 
not the tithes consisting our agricultural and manufac- 
turing and commercial gains and products; but such 
agonizing prayer, such self-denial and sacrifice, such devo- 
tion self and property, and such holy living correspond 
the great interests stake. 
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ARTICLE 


THE TEMPTATION. 


REV. LEMUEL POTWIN, NORTH GREENWICH, CONN. 


hast had much say Paradise lost,” said 
Thomas Ellwood Milton, but what hast thou say 
Paradise found?” The poet soon found something say. 
The title his poem was Paradise Regained,” but his 
real theme was the Temptation Christ. 


who the happy garden sung 
one man’s disobedience lost, now sing 
Recovered paradise all mankind, 
one man’s firm obedience, fully tried 
Through all temptation, and the tempter foiled 
all his wiles, defeated and repulsed, 
And Eden raised the waste wilderness.” Bk. 


According this poem the primary design Satan was 
ascertain whether Jesus was pre-eminent sense the 
Son God: 


For Son God yet doubt: 
the Messiah had heard, foretold 
all the thy birth, length 
Announced Gabriel, with the first knew, 
And the angelic song, Bethlehem field, 
thy birth-night, that sung thee Saviour born. 
From that time seldom have ceased eye 
Thy infancy, thy childhood, and thy youth, 
Thy manhood last, though yet private 
Till, the ford Jordan, whither all 
Flock the Baptist, among the rest 
(Though not baptized), voice from heaven, 
Heard thee pronounced the Son God beloved. 
Thenceforth thought thee worth nearer view 
And narrower scrutiny, that might learn 
what degree meaning thou art called 
The Son God, which bears single 


The Son God also am, 
All men are sons God; yet thee thought 
some respect far higher declared 
Therefore watched thy footsteps from that hour, 
And followed thee still this waste wild.” Bk. 
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accomplish his object Satan subjects Jesus two. 
fold series tests, the one designed try his human 
virtue, the other try his absolute divinity. the first 
temptation, unable learn his divinity (the miracle 
turning stones bread being declined), the tempter assails 
the appetite Jesus with pompous 


Alas, how simple, these cates compared, 
Was that crude apple that diverted Eve!” 


then tempts him with the offer riches: 
Get riches first, get wealth, and treasure 
Not difficult, thou hearken me.” 
Then tries awaken love glory: 
Think not slight glory therein least 
Resembling thy great Father.” 


Thus, the view the poet, the first temptation ex- 
hausted the power Satan lead Jesus into self-indulgence. 
The second temptation (following the order Luke) has 
regard the future kingdom. Satan urges Jesus com- 


Think’st thou regain 
Thy right sitting still, thus 


Then, showing him all the kingdoms the 
advises him attempt martial kingdom, like the Parthians, 
commencing with alliance with them: 


render thee the Parthian dispose.” 


Then recommends kingdom outward magnificence 


and luxury, and promises secure him the Roman 
throne. 
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Finally recommends life study and and contempla- 
tion and special devotion heathen lore, him for 
the highest kingdom: 

These rules will render thee king complete 
Within thyself, much more with empire joined.” 

The price which Satan holds his assistance estab- 
lishing the kingdom is, that Jesus shall render him homage. 
The indignant rejection his offer leaves him still doubt 
Jesus’s higher but has found him, this 
and the previous trial, 


the utmost mere man both wise and 
Not more.” 


The third trial was settle the question his divinity: 


Therefore know what more thou art than man 
Worth naming Son God voice from heaven, 
Another method must now begin.” 


This method was place Jesus the highest pinnacle 

the temple where could not stand without miracle: 
Cast thyself down safely, Son God.” 

Jesus stood safely, and Satan, convinced his divinity, 
abandons the temptation. 

Had Jesus turned the stones into bread the outset, 
would seem that the temptation must then have ended; for 
the miracle which the poet imagines the pinnacle the 
not more decisive. But was the design 
God that Jesus’ absolute deity should not once 
revealed the tempter, that might emboldened 
try his utmost power, and thus experience heavier defeat. 
Satan must vanquished, not mere miracle, but first 
moral forces the power perfect human charac- 
ter. Thus Jesus, his entire nature, becomes the Queller 
Satan.” 

Son the Most High! heir both worlds! 
Queller Satan! thy glorious work 
Now enter, and begin save mankind. 
XXII. No. 85. 
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The theory the temptation given the great poet 
theology, though cannot justify its wanderings from the 
evangelic narrative, worthy high regard, from the 
sublime prominence which gives, the system re. 
demption, the great trial the Second Adam. 

Let present briefly few other opinions, before 
examine the narrative itself. the enumeration the 
temptations, the order Matthew observed, except the 
quotation from Ellicott, who, with Milton, follows the order 
Luke, and places the temptation the pinnacle” last, 

Neander (in Life Christ”) says the first temptation 
and our Lord’s answer: “The principle involved the 
reply [Man shall not live bread alone, etc.] was, that 
had wish free himself from the sense human weak. 
ness and that would work miracle for 
that purpose.” 

the second says: “These words [Thou shalt not 
tempt the Lord thy God] involve the principle that 
cle may not wrought except for wise ends and with 
quate motives; never with other aim than display the 
power working wonders.” 

the third: “Herein was the temptation, that the 
Messiah should not develop his kingdom gradually and 
its pure spirituality from within, but should establish 
once outward dominion; and that, although this will 
not accomplished without the use evil agency, the 
end would justify the means.” 

the temptation whole says: “The whole 
temptation taken together presents one idea; contrast, 
namely, between the founding God’s kingdom pure, 
spiritual, and tried many forms self-denial, the slow 
development ordained for its head; and the sudden 
establishment that kingdom before men visible 
earthly.” 

Olshausen characterizes each temptation thus: “The 
point the first temptation very justly regarded lie 
the thought employing the higher powers bestowed 
upon him for satisfying his own wants.” 
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point the second temptation lies the thought 
parading the gift working miracles.” 

“Tn this last proud lust dominion appears 
the point.” 

Ellicott finds the three temptations “three spiritual 
assaults, directed against the three portions our composite 
nature. the body presented the temptation satis- 
fying its wants display power, which would have 
tacitly abjured its dependence the Father and its perfect 
submission his heavenly will. the soul, the longing 
appetitive soul, was addressed the temptation Messianic 
dominion over all the kingdoms the world, and accom- 
plishing moment time all for which the incense the 
one sacrifice Calvary still rising the altar God. 
the spirit, the temptation using that power which 
belonged him God vindicate his own eternal nature, 
and display one dazzling miracle the true relation 
which Jesus Nazareth stood men and angels and 
God.” 

add the foregoing the remark Alford the 
second temptation, that was “one not ambition, but 
presumption,” shall have before the principal opin- 
ions the nature our Lord’s temptation. 

will seen that the first opinion makes especially 
prominent the desire Satan 

understand [his] adversary, who 
And what is.” 

The second emphasizes the relation the temptation 
the future kingdom. 

others emphasize the effort corrupt Jesus, 
leading him adopt wrong principles action. 

other words, the prominent thought Milton the 
conflict itself with Satan; with Neander, the 
development God’s kingdom; with the others, the recti- 
tude the Redeemer. With the poet question 
championship; with the church historian, question the 
principles redemption; with the others, more question 
personal principles. 
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Without attempting compare length the above opin. 
ions with each other, with the sacred narrative, let 
now briefly investigate the significance each the three 
temptations. 

generally admitted, presume, that the temptation 
extended through the forty days least that 
was not confined the close that period. The lan. 
guage Mark is: was there the wilderness forty 
days, tempted Satan;” and Luke: Being forty days 
tempted the Why then were the three temp. 
tations recorded, since they were not all? Are they not 
which our Lord was subjected the hands Satan? 
Taking, then, the first temptation, ask: What was the 
class temptations which this stands the representa 
tive? The answer may found the opening words 
the devil: thou the Sonof These words break 
the silence those forty days, and show that during 
that awful period Satan has been endeavoring, with all his 
arts and might, wndermine Jesus’ faith his own divinity 
and sonship. how many ways Satan drove those 
ing words into Jesus’ soul know not. can easily 
imagine that all the features his human nature, all his 
dependence earthly things, and his subjection his 
earthly parents, were brought daunt the young Mes 
siah, and crush his aspirations Saviour. “If thou 
the Son God, command that these.stones made bread.” 
The argument the tempter seems this: ‘Thou 
canst not rise above thy human dependence. Weak, faint, 
hungry One, see thou canst supply thy pressing wants 
amiracle. thou dost not, thou art not the Son 
The point have mind may expressed thus: Did 
Satan really desire that the proposed miracle should 
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erformed, or, presuming that would not performed, 
did desire that its non-performance should recoil upon 
the mind Jesus, and produce doubt and 
suppose the latter. The artfulness the temptation 
lies, think, proposing false test Jesus’ divinity 
was afterwards done when “sign from heaven” was 
demanded), and yet test plausible itself. The language 
employed certainly admits this Compare the words 
used our Saviour the cross: the Son 
God, come down from the cross.”2 Was the desire 
expectation those who uttered this taunt that should 
come down? 

That the main design the tempter was call ques- 
tion our Lord’s sonship and divinity, and thus his capability 
being Saviour, insisting miracle which did 
not expect have performed, seems probable from several 
considerations: 

Such temptation would have been exceedingly natu- 


timely. Jesus was about commence his public. 


work. would naturally feel his responsibility had 
never felt before. Now, therefore, was the time for Satan 
interpose, and, possible, break down his purpose, 
convincing him his inability fulfil his great mission. 
the temptation understood merely attempt 


following Meyer, says: implies doubt the Lord’s Messiahship,” 
But neither does imply any acknowledgment his Messiahship. indica- 
tive condition has, suppose, power determining the relation the 
determined either the form the conclusion (as when past tense with 
used) the connection thought. When joined with the imperative, the 
indicative with expresses supposition for sake but the design the 
argument may either actualize the conclusion disprove the condition. 
Euthymius, quoted Alford (with Meyer), says that Satan designed taunt 
our Lord with not being the Son God, does not perform the but 
the taunt regarded, understand the quotation, merely incentive 
the miracle, and not conveying the chief force the temptation. The 
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lead Jesus use his high powers satisfy his own wants, 
should rather look for Nazareth, his earlier 
than now, the great crisis his earthly life. 

Such temptation would severe one, and would 
touch vital point the work redemption. Notwith. 
standing the ingenious efforts commentators, hard 
see why our Saviour should driven into the wilderness, 
enter into mighty conflict with the devil, the point 
whether should ever work miracle satisfy his per. 
sonal wants. But Satan designed dispute and deny 
his power work miracle, and fling this reproach 
his face, till should either believe it, maddened 
attempt miracle pander the devil’s curiosity, then 
can see that, one who had not yet performed his first mir- 
acle, the taunt was bitter, and the temptation severe. 

was unlikely that Jesus would perform any miracle 
the devil’s bidding. Satan could not have expected it; 
but the grounds for demanding one were plausible enough 
form basis for discrediting Jesus’ powers, and insisting 
that was Saviour. 

The view advocate with the notion that 
this temptation specimen. The attempt discredit 
Jesus’ power divine Saviour, the ground his 
human nature and lowly condition, admits great variety 
modes, and when pursued with the malice and ingenuity 
arch-fiend, would not fail move the soul 
intense conflict. 

objected this view, that Satan could not have 
undertaken hopeless task here supposed, may 
sufficient answer, say that his votaries undertook the 
very same task during our Lord’s public life. They tried 
put down Jesus’ claim, demanding miracles which 
they never expected him perform, and did not believe 
could perform. this they were their father the 
devil. 

This view the temptation throws light upon the signifi- 
cance our Saviour’s reply: Man shall not live bread 
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alone, but every word that proceedeth out the mouth 
God.” might have declined the miracle without 
giving reason. afterwards peremptorily refused 
sign “evil and adulterous generation” which sought 
from improper motives, much more might have refused 
one the evil one himself. Yet condescended show 
thaf the miracle was needless, and that such test Satan 
proposed was therefore unreasonable: will not perform 
the miracle, because, being unnecessary and part 
duty, will not stake the evidence Sonship it, 
‘The meat that perisheth’ little worth. will not doubt 
that the Son God such test thine. decline 
the devil’s miracle, and shall only work the works him 
that sent 

Satan undoubtedly was not satisfied with the reason. 
Changing the words afterwards uttered the cross, but 
not their spirit, can hear him say: “Ah! thou 
wast just called the Son God, thou that aspirest the 
world’s Redeemer, save thyself from hunger, and will 
thy first follower.” 

The first temptation leaves Jesus undaunted, and there- 
fore victorious; and Satan foiled, but not disheartened. 

Much that have said the first temptation appli- 
cable also the second, which, like the first, directed 
undermining Jesus’ faith himself. The method pursued, 
however, different. Our Saviour had quoted the scrip- 
tures. had also expressed great faith the care 
God. These two circumstances are artfully chosen the 
basis new trial. Satan, too, knows something the 
scriptures, and with their help, will now challenge our 
Lord’s divinity the score his want faith God, 
thou the Son God, cast thyself down; for 
written, shall give his angels charge thee, 
and their hands they shall bear thee up, lest any time 
thou dash thy foot against stone.” other words, 
“Show now your trust the Father. Show your 
reliance promise like one which you yourself just now 


‘ 


THE TEMPTATION. 


quoted. Leap from this temple-roof; fear not the 
height, and trust the promise have quoted. thou dost 
not, thou art not the Son God. Thou must back 
thy Nazareth, and think more being the world’s Re. 
deemer.” 

Thus appears that, while the first temptation was blow 
Jesus’ power, this was blow his faith, his union with 
the Father. The first said: Thou art 
this: Thou art not man God even, much less ‘the Son 
God. Taking this, then, specimen temptation, must 
conceive every possible device that Satan could invent, 
means false tests, break down Jesus’ confidence 
his own filial piety. Here was the struggle with the 
horrors despondency. 

But Jesus again refuses the devil’s bidding: 
reject thy test. the Son God, but will not 
act presumption please thy curiosity, avert thy 
shaft malice. Say, thou art not the Son 
God.’ will not tempt the Lord God order save 
myself the pangs thy temptations.” 

Thus calmly and sublimely does our Lord rise above the 
second temptation, holding firmly his inward faith, while, 
with the self-control true greatness, refuses the 
outward exhibition that faith. 

Satan was already vanquished, but seems not have 
known it. was vanquished because had not shaken 
the soul Jesus from himself and his 
mission. Yet may have fancied that because had 
plied the Redeemer with outward tests which had not been 
fulfilled, therefore had planted his breast some doubt 
and distrust. This, then, was the time for his great propo- 
sal, his offer last resort dispirited enthusiasm. 
brings before Jesus all the kingdoms the world and the 
glory them. offers them the reward fealty 
himself. thy purpose. Behold influence 
over the world. Thou art not able destroy power. 
Art thou bent such mad career? Take the world 
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will give thee high place its honors. only 
claim the highest for myself; for the ‘prince this 

Here found the goal all the temptations. The temp- 
ter has striven fill the Saviour’s soul with doubt and 
despondency, that may won ever from the task 
rescuing the slaves Satan, and may become himself the 
vassal the wicked one. This the decisive moment. 
The history the ages eternity hangs the answer 
Jesus Get thee behind Satan; for written ‘Thou 
shalt worship the Lord thy God, and him only shalt thou 
This all. Jesus declares his loyalty the 
Lord God, and his determination bring back lost world 
his service. The devil quails before divine firmness 
and unchangeable purpose. 

asked wherein this temptation can 
specimen, answer that presents the outward 
culties the way Jesus, the other two had insisted 
his inward unfitness for his work. The offer those 
glorious worldly kingdoms which Satan made tempting 
prize, was suggestive every species worldly opposition 
Jesus rejected the offer. was general should 
offer his antagonist the second place his own army. 
need not add: “If you decline the offer, you must fight 
whom you would otherwise command”; for this 
would taken for granted. We, therefore, who know the 
subsequent history our Lord, can see this temptation 
the shadow those dark days when the prince this 
world” came again with his array both spiritual and 
temporal power, and brought Jesus the cross. Refusing 
homage Satan was welcoming the cross. 

The third temptation also belongs substance every 
temptation like the first and second, the application 
them all, and each one. Hence need not accuse Luke 
carelessness placing this trial immediately after the 
first. belongs with the first, with both, with all their 


kind. The two were preparatory this, conclusive. Jesus 
XXII. No. 85. 


overcame them all; and his victory consisted, not simply 
retaining his personal integrity, but retaining and 
strengthening his confidence himself the Messiah, and 
repelling with utter loathing and immutable firmness, 
full view his sufferings and death, the proposal resign 
his work and serve the world and the devil. 

remark, conclusion, that although the temptation 
lies the sphere our Lord’s Messiahship, 
means beyond the reach human sympathies. True, 
are not tempted doubt our divinity, but how often have 
the servants Christ, overwhelmed with the responsibility 
following him and carrying his work, been tempted 
doubt the reality their sacred mission, and their ability, 
through grace, perform it. these hours darkness 
and despondency they have been the wilderness with 
their Master, and the devil has been beside them lead 
them despair the success redemption, and submit 
the world and its prince. Happy are such when they 
have come off victorious the help him who was 
tempted all points like are.” 


ARTICLE VI. 


REMARKS RENDERINGS THE COMMON VERSION 
(IN THE EPISTLE THE GALATIANS). 


HACKETT, PROFESSOR NEWTON THEOLOGICAL SEMINARY. 


(Concluded from Vol. 225.) 


remarked the former Article, the object here not 
revise the common translation, course minutely; 
but only point out some the more obvious changes, 
which are regarded interpreters due the sense, 
clearer representation of.the sense, the original text. 
will noticed that the current version the passage 
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given first, and then the corrected one, with brief explana- 
tions. The Greek has been cited some extent; but 
occasional reference the Greek Testament may neces- 
sary, order see the force the criticisms. 


CHAPTER IV. 


Verse But under tutors and governors. ‘But 
under guardians and stewards.’ The foregoing now 
admitted the proper distinction between and 
The former general term and designates those 
who act any way (not excluding the the 
guardians overseers children who are the heirs 
property while the latter, account the importance 
the particular trust, which that relation involves, singles 
out those among the overseers who regulate the pecuniary 
affairs the estate. See especially Wieseler, Ueber den 
Brief die Galater, 326. The common rendering 
also that the English versions, except Wiclif’s. 

Verse Made woman, made under the law. 
(strictly begin be, come into existence), applied 
the birth persons, common the Greek language. 
See John viii. and Romi. the latter passage, 
well this, our version translates made, after 
Wiclif, and the Geneva and the Rheims versions, instead 
born, Tyndale and Cranmer. barely possible 
that the more obvious rendering was set aside, less con- 
gruous with the miraculous nature Christ’s birth. 

Verse redeem them that were under the law, that 
might receive the adoption sons. ‘That might redeem 
those under the law; that might receive the adoption 
The before bears the same relation 
that the does before There 
reason, therefore, for employing the infinitive one 
case and the finite mood the other, the English 
version. The sentence represents the redemption and the 
adoption parallel results, rather than consecutive; though 
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the logical analysis the former, course, would the 
true order. 

Verse And son, then heir God through Christ, 
‘And son, also heir through God.’ Two changes 
should made here. First, represents the relations 
co-existent, i.e. heir well son, and hence means ‘also,’ 
and not then,’ were inferential. Secondly, must 
substitute the text for the received 
endorf, Meyer, Ellicott. Usteri adheres 
because the inheritance usually said through Christ, 
and not through God; but that circumstance itself accounts 
probably for the origin the easier reading. the 
thought, Wieseler remarks very justly: “When person 
become son God, has, virtue that relation, 
claim also the Messianic inheritance, which God will 
bestow him; like manner who the son 
man has also, virtue that relation, claim his father’s 
possessions.” 

Verse Whereunto desire again bondage. 
desire again bondage anew.’ The 
common version treats pleonastic. But 
differ from each other. The former describes the 
relapse question, one state bondage, and the 
latter, one the state bondage, through which the 
Galatian converts had already passed. Tyndale and Cran- 
mer retain this significant distinction: agayne 

Verse 12. Brethren, beseech you Iam for 
are. ‘Become asI am; for also have become 
are, brethren, beseech you.’ This passage has been 
treated needlessly obscure. have, undoubtedly, the 
key which unlocks the meaning Cor. ix. 20, 21. “Unto 
the Paul says there, became Jew, that 
might gain the Jews;.....to them that are without law 
became) without law, that might gain them that are 
without law merely repeat the 
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second clause from the first, and supply the 
verb. The sense then is: Become your 
also, who Jew, and consequently attached such 
rites every tie natural sympathy, have forsaken them, 
and become are, i.e. have placed myself upon the 
Gentile ground, which that the non-observance 
Jewish law. but reasonable, therefore, that should 
ask you concur with me, and thus simply 
true your own national position, when against every 
bias birth and education, have cast aside the forms 
Judaism, and assimilate the Gentiles.” Such scholars, 
among others, Usteri, Winer, Neander, Fritzsche, 
Wette, Meyer, Wieseler, Ellicott, concur this view the 
meaning. 

Verse 13. know how through infirmity the 
preached the gospel unto you the first. ‘Ye know that 
reason weakness the flesh preached you the gospel 
the former time.’ The expression “through infirmity” 
seems mean that was state weakness, under 
bodily infirmity, that Paul preached this time the 
tians. But the preposition here with the accusative 
can denote only the ground occasion the act. 
Winer, New Test. Gram., 49. must understand 
that Paul was detained Galatia sudden illness, and 
was thus led to. preach there the first instance, contrary 
his original plan. The sickness was such render 
impossible for him prosecute his journey, but not such 
incapacitate him for declaring the gospel. Professor 
Jowett, who regards the New Testament Greek peculiar, 
and not subject the ordinary laws Greek usage, decides 
for the other sense. better the side such 
critics Fritzsche, Bengel, Meyer, Winer, Ellieott, Wiese- 
ler, Alford, Ellicott. Again, the surer meaning 
but former. The latter sense adheres more 
closely the comparative form, and tallies precisely with 
the facts history. learn from the Acts the Apos- 


tles that Paul visited Galatia twice; first when planted 
the churches there, his first missionary tour (Acts xvi, 6), 
the second time when confirmed the same churches, 
his third tour (Acts xviii. 23). wrote his Epistle 
the Galatians, undoubtedly, Ephesus, soon after his 
ond visit them. 

Verse 17. They zealously affect you, but not yea, 
they would exclude you, that might affect them. ‘They 
zealously seek you, not well (i.e. not with good intent); but 
wish exclude you, that may zealously seek 
The evident alliteration here makes difficult find 
frame satisfactory translation this verse. That our 
version may answer very well for the words 
this place, but misleads the reader entirely the 
next verse. Perhaps Ellicott’s rendering shows what the 
difficulty is, rather than how may overcome: They 
pay you court honest way; yea, they desire exclude 
you, that may pay them court. But good 
courted honesty all times, and not only when pres- 
ent with you.” Winer succeeds much better, with the aid 
the Latin: vos non honeste..... ipsos ambi- 
atis. Honestum est ambiri honesta.” needless 
remark that ‘exclude’ very ambiguous, say the 
least; but the Greek word equally so. 
means, probably, that the false teachers wished detach 
the Galatians from Paul and his friends, and make them 
partisans their own. 

good zealously sought,’ etc. The change the 
last verse required here. Very possibly our translators 
ponds evidently active, and the latter 
means bestow zeal others, the former must mean 
have bestowed ourselves; whereas “to zealously 
affected,” certainly use language present, means 
affected with zeal, zealous, and thus comes round 


again very nearly the active, confuse utterly the 
apostle’s meaning. 
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Verse 22. For written, that Abraham had two sons: 
written, that Abraham had two sons: one the bond- 
woman, and one the freewoman.’ represents 
Allthe older English Versions, except the Rhemish, over- 
look this precision the language. other hand, our 
version makes definite the twenty-seventh 
this chapter, where, instead “children the 
the contrast that passage between the nobility one 
parentage and the degradation another greatly weak- 
ened. The manner which our translators insert 
omit the article singularly arbitrary and inconsistent. 
hardly too much say, that the irregularity this 
respect could not well greater there were article 
all the Greek 

Verse 24. Which things are for these are the 
two covenants. ‘Which things are allegory; for these 
women are two covenants.’ Unless insert women” 
this connection, the pronoun also English might seem 
refer the things which form the subject the 
allegory. The difference gender prevents that uncer- 
tainty the Greek. 

Verse 25. For this Agar mount Sinai Arabia, etc. 
‘For the word Hagar mount Sinai Arabia, etc.’ the 
Greek ‘Hagar’ not the personal name directly, and this’ 
pronoun with (according the nat- 
ural inference from the English), but, the neuter 


The writer Versions Dr. Smith’s Dictionary the Bible (Vol. 
1681), assigns reason for the fact, which may part the explanation 
it: inaccuracy pervades, more less, the whole extent the 
present version the New Testament. The true force tenses, cases, prepo- 
sitions, articles, continually lost. The translators learnt through the 
the Latin. Lexicons and grammars were alike the universal lan- 
guage scholars, and this language was poorer and less inflected than the 
Greek, and failed utterly represent, the force its article, the differ- 
ence its aorist and perfect 
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shows, the expression such, and not the 
name, that meant. The apostle would say: “The word 
‘Hagar,’ which was the name the bondwoman, name 
also the mount Sinai, whence the law was given, and 
woman may taken the more fitly represent the 
Agar the Grecised form ,and should written alike 
the Old Testament and the New. For want this 
agreement with reference proper names, the English 
reader must doubt often whether the same person 


CHAPTER 


Verse For testify again every man that 
cised, that debtor the whole law. testify 
again every one who becomes circumcised, that 
debtor keep the whole There various reading 
which justifies which our version adopts here 
from the Geneva version. The Greek connective adds, 
perhaps, slightly contrastive idea, and may signify either 
that the apostle makes the declaration not once merely (see 
12), but now again or, that the Galatians, 
they occupied legal would not only gain nothing 
from Christ, must depend for their justification upon 
faultless obedience, and thus their cause hopeless. The 
force the participle should recognized. 
The acumen the argument not whether person 
the one state the other but 
whether passes from the latter the former, whether, 
being uncircumcised, submits that rite because 
feels that cannot otherwise saved. See Acts 
The apostle has view those who take this course 
belief that such acts are meritorious the sight God, and 
entitle them his favor and the blessings his kingdom. 


the manner which the English scriptures deal with proper names, 
see Wemyss’s Biblical Gleanings, pp. 241-243. The subject discussed 
one Dr. Campbell’s Preliminary Dissertations the Gospels. 
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There similar turn thought the preceding 
language. The phrase would be, allowable, “if are 
being 

Verse 12. would they were even cut off who trouble you. 
‘Who unsettle The word different one from that 
which our version renders “trouble” and ini. 
Our translators have singular partiality for this English 
term. They employ for rendering ten different Greek 
words phrases, viz. (in addition the one here) Matt. 
xxiv. Mark 35; Luke 29, and 41; Acts xv. 19, 
xvi. 20, and xx. 10; Gal. 12; Thess. Heb. xii. 15. 
See Trench’s Authorized Version, p.111. Our language has 
certainly the means more exact discrimination than this. 
Some revisers would correct the verse still further. may 
certain that the present English form 
the apostle’s meaning, but the meaning itself being uncer- 
tain, are not exchange one doubtful exegesis for 
another. signifies get themselves cut off, i.e. 
expelled from the Christian body, the proper reward 
their conduct, our passive cut off would express the 
meaning. this passive receptive power arising out 
the receptive reflexive middle, see Jelf’s Greek Gram., 
and Winer’s New Test. 38.4. Wieseler 
defends length that explanation. Many the early 
versions adopt it. But doubt the stricter rendering 
(understand may) would cut themselves off, i.e. 
from the church, renounce once and utterly all connection 
with (see Ellicott’s note, Com. Galatians, p.109), 
mutilate themselves, make their (see 
Philip. 2), since, the apostle would indignantly say, 
they were grossly exaggerating and perverting the true 
import that Chrysostom represents the patristic 
interpretation, which was singularly concurrent this 
also many modern scholars, Riickert, 


Usteri, Matthies, Schott, Hilgenfeld, Wette, Meyer, 
XXII. No. 85. 


Alford, Wordsworth, in. their respective 
Winer Galatas, p.117) inclines the same 
but admits the possibility the other sense. This 
deserves least marginal reading English Bible, 

Verse 13. Only use not liberty for occasion the flesh, 
not the liberty,’ etc. miss here the article the 
original, which points out “the liberty which they were 
not abuse that which they have been called. Com. 
pare the verse which precedes. 

Verse 15. But bite and devour one another, take heed 
that not consumed one another. are 
biting and devouring one another, take heed that not 
are present, and represent the act going on, not 
pleted. Unless regard this force the tense, something 
like awkward tautology arises between the protasis 
and the apodosis 

Verse 17. And these (the Spirit and the flesh) are contrary 
the one the other; that cannot the things that 
would. Now these are contrary the one the other, that 
may not the things that ecbatic sense 
iva, that, which our translators adopt, critics present 
discard, almost without Fritzsche (Com. 
836) denies that ever has this force the New Testa 
ment. rare, all events, that one should ascribe 
that force unless absolutely necessary. See 
Winer’s explicit testimony his New Test. Gram., 53. 
not necessary this instance. The apostle predicates 
the teleological aim here the sinful principle man, 
which according correct anthropology viewed the 
ascendant influence before the beginning new life, and 
after that still striving maintain its ascendency. After 
having said that the two principles are thus arrayed against 
sequel the sentence that posture the conflict: “They 


Tittmann’s treatment this particle (De usu Particularum, 32, the 
end his Synon. Novo Test.) loose and unsatisfactory. 
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are opposed each other, say, and the danger that you 
will remain under the old the flesh, this 
with the Spirit, striving bring about that you 
should not (iva the things which the Spirit 
has taught you approve, and from which would hold 
you back.” See Rom. 18,19. Some (but that does 
not affect the translation) refer the telic activity, 
God, purposely subjecting men this conflict part 
seen how gratuitous the interjected cannot do” which 
our version copies from the previous versions (Tyndale, 
Cranmer, and the Geneva). 

Verse 19. The best manuscripts omit the head 
the catalogue, the common text. The enumeration 
the the flesh” was thought incomplete, 
without it. should cancelled the English version. 
this same verse “lasciviousness” has too restricted 
meaning for See, also, Mark vii. 22; Cor. xii. 
21; Eph. iv. 19; Pet. iv. and Jude where our trans- 
lators render the same way. the contrary, they 
say “wantonness” Rom. xiii. Pet. ii. 18. The latter 
the proper term all the passages. The Vulgate like 
manner fluctuates between “impudicitia” and luxuria.” 
Trench has some good remarks the word the 
New Test., 86); but the passage too long for quotation. 
Tittmann says: est proprie protervitas impu- 
dens petulantia hominis non obscoenitas aut foe- 
ditas See New Test.,p.151. Lewdness 
one the ways which displays itself; but 
leaves out sight too much the insolence and 


lawlessness which the expression more strictly 
denotes. 


CHAPTER VI. 

For every man shall bear his own burden. 
each one shall carry his own the second verse 
the apostle has just said: Bear one another’s 
and thus the two passages, they stand English, seem 
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spirit and form opposed each other. the 
Greek the word the second verse and 
verse and since they differ meaning different 
translation would away least the appearance 
inconsistency, and put the reader more direct way 
the right conclusion. The one precept does not clash 
with the other. The “burdens” which the apostle urges 
his readers “bear,” are the faults and offences others, 
toward which are required tolerant, charitable, 
and the “load” which every one has “carry” that 
his own accountability for all his own sins and deficien. 
cies, may with others, whether they are more 
less guilty than himself. 

Verse 11. You see how large letter have written unto 
you with mine own hand. ‘See with what 
have written you with own accept the 
results the present exegesis, must translate this 
way. will seen that the Greek verb the 
imperative and not indicative. The adjective 
refers magnitude, and not quality, and must describe the 
size the letters written characters, and not the extent 
the letter itself, because the 
able word for that sense, and plural never 
used the New Testament. With this latter meaning also, 
should expect the accusative, and not the dative 
pact. For the philology the passage, Wieseler’s note, 
and especially Meyer’s, will found very full and decisive. 

There harmony between this verse, thus correctly 
understood, and Thess. iii. 17, which may worth point 
ing out. the Epistle the Thessalonians Paul speaks 
the salutation there added his own hand, and 
the letter, such, fact, generally inserted his 
epistles, and which consisted usually few autographic 
words written himself. His mode referring this 
mark sign, write shows that was 
some peculiarity which his hand was readily distinguished 
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from that the ordinary amanuensis. That peculiarity, 
appears from the epithet our epistle, was the 
size the written characters letters, for which 
was well Whether Paul wrote the whole 
epistle with hisownhand, the last verses only whether 
wrote peculiar way from want practice, and hence 
with awkwardness; and whether alludes the matter 
because would authenticate the letter, remind the 
Galatians his earnestness and painstaking their behalf, 
are questions which not affect the translation, and need 
not considered here. 


1The ground for this inference falls away course, Wieseler’s singular 
opinion correct, that Paul wrote the concluding verses (vi. 11-18) large 
letters capitals, because would emphasize the contents that paragraph 


peculiary important. evident reason for making such destinction 


between this part the letter and other parts. 
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ARTICLE VII. 


EDITORIAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


Rev. Justin Perkins, Missionary Oroomiah, Persia. 


fifty sixty miles the northeast the ancient town 
Elkoosh, the home Nahum the prophet, Old Assyria, the remarkable 
town Amadia, among the Koordish mountains. This stronghold the 
Koords has been known and noted from time immemorial. Some modern 
travellers have supposed the Ecbatana ancient history but the 
Persian town Hamadan, far the eastward Amadia, lays much 
better claim that distinction. visited Amadia the same journey 
when visited Elkoosh. notices will best conveyed 
from journal, penned the spot. 

First, however, may remark for moment the name Amadia, which 
seems synonymous with stronghold, being derived from the 


stand; the last syllable the name being local. This word, the way, 
has been apple discord modern times, being the one used Syriac 
for baptism. is, and has been, used the Nestorians, Syriac, from 
time immemorial, for that purpose. Our good Baptist brethren tell that 
means take standing position the water, for baptism; but the 
Nestorians and their ancestors seem have known only infant 
Good authorities hold that this term was adopted the early 
for baptism, when that rite, applied adults and their households, 
sense, synonymous with public profession Christianity, taking 
firm stand favor it. But have too much esteem for Baptist 
brethren enter the lists controversy with them; and could only wish 
that, liké the Baptists England, they would open their communion 
their Pedo-baptist brethren, and few would then object their adherence 
their rite. much for the name Amadia.” 

May 26. started little after sunrise. Our course, the first half 
the stage, was northeast, through delightful valley containing several vil- 
lages with many wheatfields and vineyards and heavy growth gallnut 
oaks. gradually ascended, passing near large brook, till reached 
the head the valley, which considerably elevated, where small party 
nomadic Koords had their encampment. Much the mountain 
bounding this valley the southeast red sandstone, with 
bent crust limestone; while the whole the opposite ridge, the 


mm 


northwest, limestone. The pass the head this valley introduced 
the great valley Amadia, stretching, transverse direction 
the one had followed, far away the east and the west, reaching and 
assing the river Zab the former direction, and extending the Tigris 
the latter. This valley from six ten miles broad, and contains 
great number villages, much cultivation, and rich growth the gall- 
nut oak. the top this pass, the north side, pure spring 
fine water, with spacious pool built below for bathing. The tall pop- 
lars around reminded Oroomiah. This valley may rather 
called low region ravines and ridges, these succeeding each other, 
crosswise the valley, almost endless succession, though they are not 
rocky rough prevent cultivation. 

wound our way down the high range northeast direction. 
had now entered the district Supua, which includes Amadia, the general 
name the-country thence Mosul being Baden. The town Amadia 
soon appeared the valley, far the eastward, perched high, isolated 
hill, resembling this distance truncated cone. One our companions 
inquired our Koordish muleteer the distance. replied, eight hours 
The Nestorian questioned the truth this statement (the town appearing 
near), which the Koord strongly resented and soon had occasion 
change our opinions, descended, and our course turned toward the 
east, leading down the steep ravines and again them for many weary 
league. 

[Passing the incidents the Sabbath, May 27th, spent village 
this valley, the journal renewed Monday morning]. 

May 28. again started with the rising sun. Our course now lay 
little the south east, and four hours reached Amadia. Passing 
near the base the northern mountain range, our road was less uneven 
than would have been the centre lower part the valley, where 
the ravines are deeper and the ridges higher. Most the small streams 
the ravines, rising the mountains the north side the valley, run 
toward the south. ravines and ridges continued quick succession 
all the way Amadia. 

reaching the town found its situation just what had 
appeared the distance, when caught our first view descending 
into the great valley. truncated cone rock, somewhat higher 
than the countless ridges the valley, and thus commanding grand view 
them. crossed small river, arched stone bridge, near the 
base, and then wound our way, zigzag course, the cone. sides 
are strown with loose, isolated rocks, and the top strongly guarded 
perpendicular rim solid rock, from seventy feet high, 
frowning defiance every side. This cone, capped with the town, 
the north side the valley and separated from the mountain range only 
the deep ravine the small river. would require great stretch 
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imagination suppose Amadia favorite resort Nimrod, the mighty 
hunter. 

Near the top the ascent passed beautiful spring, which supplies 
the town, the water being carried into skins. entered the town 
through natural break the cliff, strong gateway beautifully 
hewn stone, with iron sheeted even plane the town about 
three fourths mile diameter. The northern half covered with 
buildings and ruins, and the rest grassy plot, mostly covered with 
great graveyard, and fort the southern brink the cliff. The town 
still much ruins, having been taken and sacked the famous 
Mohammed Pasha Ravendooz, and more recently having been besieged 
and subdued the Turks. naturally very strong; yet may 
readily commanded from the mountain side, the plane the town being 
level with the top the natural wall, rocky rim hoop, that 
cannot stand before ordnance, though impregnable the weapons 
ancient warfare, small arms. 

The valley had gradually narrowed proceeded from the west; 
but stretched still far the eastward the town, running into broken 
ranges, which send their waters toward the Zab. 

There are now Amadia only about two hundred families, where there 
were formerly fifteen hundred. Sixty these two hundred families are 
Jews, who speak the Syriac. company Turkish soldiers are there 
guard the town and aid governing the district. Amadia has bazaar 
worthy the name, though that name applied few shabby shops 
among the ruins. 

lodged the house Kasha Mando, Nestorian priest. was 
himself the village Davia (Monastery) Mar Abd Esho, three-miles 
from the town, where spends the summer. There are the town only 
twenty Nestorian families. the district there are many villages Nes- 
torians, most whom have been converted Papists. Priest Mando 
came towards evening. was pleasant, intelligent man, about fifty 
years old. told that formerly there were hundred Nestorian 
families Amadia, four fifths whom have scattered. related us, 
graphic manner, the circumstances the capture the town the 
Turks, few years before, from the rebellious how the balls and 
bombs suddenly came rattling down upon the houses, most terrifically, 
manner altogether new and strange these regions. 

There mosque Amadia, which has very tall minaret hewn stone, 
almost unequalled beauty structure and proportions. Tradition says 
that was built two hundred years ago, Armenian, who was 

perfect workman that the Koordish chief the town ordered his hands 
cut off when had finished this structure, that might never build 
another elsewhere, rival it. 


May 29. passed over the plain Amadia, and followed the cliff 
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half around the fortress. found the graveyards great extent 
—quite large the inhabited part the town which would indicate 
its antiquity. ‘The waters the Zab are visible from Amadia, about twelve 
miles the southeast.. The trees and grassy patches the cultivated dales 
below appeared very beautiful viewed from the rocky height. 

Priest Mando had quite collection ancient Syriac manuscripts. 
were anxious purchase Baet Mootwee portion the Old Testament) 
aid copy for the press; but declared that would 
much sooner part with his head than the and importunity the 
part our helpers could induce him change his decision. When told 
that only wished aid printing correct copies the scriptures, 
said: Our people would not hear read from one your printed 
they would say: these are not the books our fathers, and will 
lead astray.’” 

Toward evening walked out and sat down among the ruins the 
brink the rocky rampart. Within few feet was tank cut into 
the solid rock, perhaps hundred feet deep, reservoir rain water, 
provide for the contingency seige, when the springs without would 
inaccessible. Nature seems have formed this remarkable place for 
stormy scenes and bloody men and art has somewhat improved nature’s 
work. None but ardent mountaineer could describe, priest Mando 
did, the falling and bursting bombs, among families and social circles, when 
the town was state seige. 

wide contrast with our associations war and blood, suggested 
the ruins and the rampart, lay the sweet, smiling dell, the stream far 
below us, filled with thrifty walnut and many other trees, and skirted 
little cultivated patches, spreading out miniature paradise rural 
simplicity and quiet, and presenting, the side the frowning height 
which sat, striking peace scene. Our eyes also wandered over the 
almost endless succession ridges and ravines, looming, like vast furrows, 
across the valley, westward far toward the Tigris, now strikingly contrast- 
ing bright sunny streaks with alternate shade, under the last rays the 
setting sun; the varied shapes those ridges and ravines also pre- 
senting myriads diamond forms, and different hues, from the emerald 
grass and trees, white, bare earth, brown sterile rock, and vermilion 
sandstone whole being assemblage nature’s freaks mag- 
nificent scale, such had never seen before, and all the more interesting 
associated with this primitive land. 

May 30. went out three miles the east Amadia, the village 
and ancient church Mar Abd Esho, which has long been considered 

Christian appendage the town. crossed the deep ravine that sweeps 
around the town the north, natural, level, rocky pass, few feet 
remarkable formation, though struck out the Creator’s 
hand, purpose for highway from the lofty fortress the country, 
XXII. No. 85. 
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without descending and again ascending through the deep ravine. 
road led along the foot the great mountain range. The village and 
church Mar Abd Esho (Saint Servant Christ), situated narrow 
ravine the base the mountain, which filled with trees, many the 
walnuts being very large. There were also clusters fig-trees and 
pomegranates, and grape-vines fantastically climbing the tallest walnuts, 
Among the trees, which form almost continuous forest, are small 
raced gardens, rising successively from the fields far below; and cool springs 
the finest water were gushing from beneath the rocks. the head 
the village the church Mar Abd Esho. From every appearance, 
judged the oldest Nestorian church had seen. Priest Mando 
told us, that one their ancient books its date recorded, which rung 
back three hundred and sixty years before Mohammed. are not 
course fully prepared endorse that date. The church consists 
three successive arched chapels, each considerable size, separated 
walls vast thickness and strength. There communication between 
these chapels wide doors. 

Mar Abd Esho was former times monastery. The steep cliff above 

the village, full natural cells, various forms and sizes, some them 
possessing almost the regularity rooms, with door and chimney. They 
are now occupied the villagers stables much better appropriation 
them than when tenanted the choir monks bygone ages. Yet, 
could they speak, what chapter church history might these venerable 
cliffs reveal. inquired priest Mando how long since this place 
was occupied monastery. replied, that nobody knows; but that 
there was New Testament, written parchment, taken from the church 
Mr. Kanaw, British consul Mosul, which purports have been 
written monk Mar Abd Esho six hundred years ago. 

Our mission have now young Nestorian preacher stationed the town 
Amadia, and another this village the monastery, Mar Abd Esho, 
and members our mission frequently visit these 
Thus the beautiful figure oriental Christian, while the natural light 
rises from the East, spiritual light, this age, comes from the West. 


LETTER Rev. Beirit, Syria, May, 23, 
1863. 


Having recently returned from visit Mount Sinai, thought you 
would interested the discovery spring water under the east side 
Mount Horeb, which cannot learn has been noticed any traveller 
who has written but which striking that had been seen, 
would certainly have been mentioned. generally the 
convent and lodge there during their sojourn Sinai, and those who 
prefer remain outside the convent pitch their tents the usual camping 
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ground the entrance Wady and near the east side the 
Wady, under, close by, hill, where alsoencamped. Travellers 
almost always take dragomen with them, and never attend the supply 
water for the prosecution their journey. Not having dragoman with 
us, had attend the filling the barrels ourselves. coming 
towards Mount Horeb took the road followed Dr. Robinson the- 
Wady er-Rahah. page the first volume his Rersearches 
says: the left Horeb, deep and narrow valley runs 
between lofty walls rock, continuation the the plain. 
this valley, the distance nearly mile from the plain, stands the 
the east side this valley small hill separated from the 
mountain road about one hundred feet across, which travellers follow 
going the convent from Wady while those who the 
Wady pass the west side the hill. the 
side this hill the camping ground, and getting made 
short circuit five minutes ride avoid precipitous bank. arriving 
our camping ground, requested our camel-drivers, before dispersing 
their homes, fill our barrels with water. They said they would take 
two them spring where there was reservoir which they would 
place them. They pointed out the direction the west side the 
valley under Horeb, and perceived few trees that place. Towards 
evening told party that would and see whether they had filled 
and sunk the barrels the pool. The direction the spring was straight 
across the valley from the camping ground. After leaving the tents, 
about two minutes ascended the ground where made the circuit, then 
passed down slight declivity, after which the ground gradually rose until 
reached the spring, about ten minutes, arugged path, over large bould- 
ers Sinaite granite. Here was surprised find spring pure 
water issuing from rent the rock the rent was oblique direction, 
the highest part the left, and sloping down towards the right. The 
‘lowest part the fissure was high man’s head from the ground. 
The surrounding rock the solid red granite Sinai, smooth its face 
and unbroken fissure fissure about six feet long, about 
four inches wide, five inches deep the bottom and twelve the top, 
and runs down into the rock parallel with the perpendicular side the 
the water seems issue about two feet above the bottom 
the rent, flowing over the lowest part stream about the thickness 
finger. The reservoir about twelve feet long five feet 
width, and four feet deep, and was nearly full when reached the place. 
When full the water let off irrigate some twenty more fruit 
trees. was the first (as far aware) observe this singular 
“rent” the Rock Horeb,” and unable find any allusion 
the books Burckhardt, Robinson, Stanley, other travellers, 
have thought duty inform the public the fact, order that 
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future travellers may not fail see it. Could suppose that Moses had 
rod about six feet long, and that, raising the lower end high 
his head, struck obliquely against the granite cliff, and 
wedge-shaped cavity was thus miraculously formed, this rent would meet 
the conditions exactly. 


ARTICLE VIII. 
NOTICES RECENT PUBLICATIONS. 


SIEGE JERUSALEM. 


Siege Jerusalem Titus, the title recent contribution 
toward the topography the ancient octavo five hundred 
pages, from the pen Thomas Lewin, Esq., A., Trinity College, 
The volume composed three distinct parts. The first 
one hundred pages describe, graphic and spirited manner, the siege 
the city Titus, giving the form regular and compact narra- 
tive, all the salient points the story told Josephus, and guarding 
agamst the exaggerations into which the Jewish historian was betrayed 
through his flattery Titus the one hand, and upon the other, his 
animosity toward certain leaders among his own countrymen. Mr. Lewin 
has succeeded throwing about one the most familiar, and even hack- 
neyed, events freshness and reality, that secures once the 
attention the reader, and sustains the end. object, however, 
the importance which ascribes the works Josephus collateral 
evidence for the Christian history. 

“For the halo light which the Wars and Antiquities have thrown 
upon the Christian religion ought deeply grateful. Had these 
works not come down us, what cloud darkness would have hung 
over the birth and rise Christianity!” But The birth and 
rise Christianity are recorded the four Gospels and the book 
Acts historians who, say the least, are trustworthy Josephus; 
and the comparison these books with the Old Testament well illustrates 
the connection Christianity with Judaism. every fair canon 
historical criticism, Luke should accepted authority for the rise 
Christianity, though unsustained, and even contradicted, hostile 
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Jewish contemporary, who was notoriously given vanity, credulity, and 
revise Luke Josephus. 

The second portion Mr. Lewin’s volume, embracing one hundred 
and twenty-five pages, gives the journal the author’s visit Jerusalem. 
There this little interest the classical inquirer; the new points 
being full description the bevelled stones brought light the ex- 
cavations for the site the Russian consulate, near the south side the 
court the Holy Sepulchre; and account the exploration 
ancient cistern the southeast Sion, within the walls, with few items 
minor importance. the journal seems have been inserted 
chiefly for the purpose certifying the reader the author’s competence, 
eye-witness, discuss the topography Jerusalem. this view 
serves introduction the third and principal portion the work: 
Sketch the Topography Jerusalem from the earliest Times down 
the Siege Titus. this essay the author vindicates, much length, 
the positions assumed his preliminary narrative the siege. 

How much controversy about the historical sites the Holy City would 
have been spared, had Josephus been little more explicit upon oné 
two points; had furnished plan the city walls his day, 
thought mention whether the Lower City lay the east, the north, 
the northeast the Upper! his more elaborate descrip- 
tions the city are marred omissions, and confused seeming 
contradictions, that impossible construct plan Jerusalem upon 
the general platform the modern city, which will harmonize within itself 
all the data the Jewish historian together with the topographical data 
derived from the Old Testament scriptures and the Apocrypha. Two 
hills, the one loftier than the other, separated the Tyropoean valley, 
upon whose brink the houses stood face face, the lower hill gibbous 
crescent-shaped, the hills starting from neck plateau upon 
the north, but upon all other sides surrounded deep ravines— such 
were the salient features Jerusalem described both Josephus and 
Tacitus. Next, subordinate hill, still lower than the second, formed 
the platform the temple, originally separated [quere from Acra from 
the city] broad valley, which was filled under the dynasty the 
Asmoneans. fourth hill, Bezetha, lying toward the north, which 
was enclosed the wall Agrippa. these general outlines must 
added various incidental allusions walls, gates, towers, 
make the confused data Josephus. 

Upon the platform the modern city easy the first 
highest hill, though there may question its terminus upon the 
north whether the Jaffa gate beyond. The temple hill repre- 
sented the enclosure the Haram, and the outlet 
marked the pool Siloam. But beyond these obvious identifications, 
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there lies mass confusion which only engineering and excavation 
unearthing the Jerusalem the past from the debris 
arrange with even tolerable satisfaction. Meantime gleam light 
occasionally thrown upon the obscurity some chance discovery, and 
the collocation such isolated facts may and lead 
tion the city stood the time Christ. Mr. Lewin has labored 
assiduously for this end, and here give outline his results, without 
following the details the discussion. 

The High Town was exclusively confined the hill now called Sion 
beginning the Jaffa gate, and enclosed the Tyropoean valley the 
north and east, and the valley Hinnom the west and south. 

The Low Town lay principally the eastern hill, called Moriah, 
the north, and Ophel the south. Its settlement began upon Ophel, 
where was the proper city David, and afterward the palace Solomon. 

was enlarged the acquisition the temple area, and subsequently 
extended over upon the western hill. This extension formed the Inner 
Low Town Acra; the temple platform was the Middle Acra; and the 
Outer Acra lay upon Ophel. 

The Asmonean valley that which descends obliquely from the 
Damascus gate the Haram, where falls into the Tyropoean. 

The New Town occupied all the northern portion the city from 
the Jaffa gate the west the northeastern end the Temple platform, 
exclusive the tract comprised within the second wall. The course 
the second wall, therefore, lay the east the church the Holy 
Sepulchre, which Mr. Lewin regards the true site the crucifixion. 

Mr. Lewin argues these points with much ingenuity research, and 
has constructed, the main, plausible and self-consistent theory. Yet 
the reader Josephus will see that hardly possible adjust some 
his statements this topography; and Mr. Lewin sometimes twists 
word sentence Josephus suit his plan, not content assume, with 
most archaeologists, that the castle the Jaffa gate represents the tower 
Hippicus, makes the extravagant assumption that the three towers, 
Hippicus, Phasaelus, and Mariamne were all embraced within the present 
area the El-Kalah castle David. 

Mr. Lewin occasionally forgets his former positions, while pressing 
new point argument. Thus, make the point that the Millo David 
was the castle the Jebusites the north, says, Millo, Hebrew 
means simply But when, little later, would argue that 
the Millo Solomon was the walled platform the Temple, tells 
that Millo signifies literally, Hebrew, filling embankment; 
that, from the force the word itself, look around search some 
great 
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Again, argues that David’s palace and were the Low Town, 
inasmuch Solomon brought the daughter Pharaoh out the 
city David unto the house that had built for her,” that is, she was 
from the Lower Town Ophel.” Yet, few pages later, 
endeavors prove that Solomon’s palace stood upon Ophel, the 
Lower Town, below the Temple platform, “in the quadrangular area 
now the garden 

But these incongruities not seriously detract from work which 
valuable contribution the topography and archaeology the 


COMMENTARY (last edition). 
Darling’s Encyclopaedia Bibliographica, published London 1859, 


gives the titles more than three thousand separate books, which had then 


been written and published the Apostle Paul and his Epistle the 
Romans. not all probable that that respectable bookseller, Mr. 
Darling, had discovered all the books this subject which had then been 
written and certain that the number has been considerably increased 
since. Every letter every one these books must have been laboriously 
traced living hand; every single type must have been placed sepa- 
rately the composing-stick the fingers compositor. There must 
have been proof-reading, justifying, press-work for every page, and then 
folding, stitching, binding, etc., for every volume, and some copies each 
work must have found more less venders, purchasers, and readers. 
would have been enough drive the apostle crazy, were put upon 
calculating how many human fingers all after ages would meddling 
with his work and the manner meddling, many instances, could 
have foreseen it, would have been still more trying. these three thousand 
writers and more, some probably wrote because they felt impulse write 
which they could not easily suppress; others, with the desire doing good 
others, excited controversy many, the expectation literary celeb- 
rity; few, perhaps, that they might put piece bread their mouths 
(and small piece they probably found and all, with the hope being 
read and attended to. How many these three thousand have had their 
hopes realized? How many them this day are noticed even 

Yet with all these three thousand, the perfect commentary has not 
this day been written. Perhaps each one books has done some- 
thing, either positively negatively, toward progress; they have, for 
the most part, afforded harmless employment the writers, and this 


For Satan finds some mischief still 
For idle hands do”; 
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and type-founders, type-setters, printers, paper-makers, bookbinders, 
lishers, booksellers, etc., have all had some share the benefit. Well, 
one cannot help thinking, with the wise man, “of making many books 

This last edition Dr. Hodge’s work decided improvement all 
the editions which have preceded it. The Apostle Paul does not seem 
quite much under the pupilage Dr. Alexander the elder was 
first. speaks rather more freely and breathes easier than did. 
The book very well and ably written, both matter and style. The 
expositions are good, except where the author bemired the intricacies 
abstruse and comparatively modern theology, which the apostle 
never heard dreamed of, and which aid the interpretation the 
epistle about much the differential calculus would help boy 
understand the multiplication table. 

the fifth Romans Paul says nothing about Adam’s posterity having 
had fair probation him; does not even give hint that Adam’s 
descendants might justly punished for sins which they had never 
mitted, provided only that God would impute Adam’s sin them, though 
would very wrong for God thus punish them did not first 
make that imputation them. Paul had never learned call Adam the 
federal head and representative his race; nor did talk forensic 
judicial proceedings the part our Creator his dealings with his 
creatures. All expressions this kind are the inventions men much 
further from Christ than Paul was; inventions probably first well meant 
escape from metaphysical difficulties but all practical purposes 
the present day, they are like helping man out the mire covering 
him over with clay. 

not know that there any special objection the use terms 
theological technics the metaphorical expression the results 
philosophical but cannot see that they have, can have, 
any other uses. Examine carefully Dr. Hodge’s elaborate discussion 
that very familiar and every day occurrence. brilliant, prosperous 
young man becomes intemperate, and sinks down, down brutal, sense- 
less, idiotic drunkenness. has accomplished, sensitive wife, and 
beautiful, intelligent daughters. They suffer all the evils poverty, hun- 
ger, cold, destitution, much as, even more than does, and tenfold more 
than does, from agonies conscious degradation. This the fact, 
the hard, cruel fact, exists this day thousands cases, and has 
existed every day for thousands years. Now, does relieve the matter 
all, does make the fact one whit more intelligible easier bear, say 
that the husband the federal head and representative the wife and 
children that him they had had fair probation, that therefore right 
God impute his sin them, and having imputed them, then 


right him punish them with terrible punishment for sins which 
they had never committed, though would have been very wrong him 
had not imputed the sins the husband and father them 
unjust make posterity suffer for the sin the ancestor, how 
does diminish the injustice, even entirely take away, add falsehood 
cruelty 

fact clearly stated the apostle, that, consequence 
Adam’s sin, all his posterity sin and suffer. This fact has its counterpart 
every page human history. Everywhere and every day human crea- 
tures, and other creatures also, suffer intensely for sins which they have 
never committed, and consequence their involuntary and 
unavoidable connection with others who have committed these sins. Now 
does help the matter all call these sufferings punishments; say 
that those who did commit the sins are the representatives those who 
did not commit them; that the former the latter had fair probation, 
and therefore right that the sins the former should imputed the 
latter, and that this imputation renders right for God subject them 
the most terrible punishments for sins which they had never even 
training acquire the faculty finding relief any such intricacies 
well call the gout music, and then insist upon that affords 
most pleasurable sensation. must think (with reverence spoken, 
and begging every-body’s pardon) there vast amount solemn non- 
sense spoken and written this subject. There are mysteries and diffi- 
culties the character and condition God’s creatures, far known 
us; but the explanations and alleviations proposed theologians are 
often tenfold more trying than the mysteries and difficulties themselves. 

The philological treatment this passage (Rom. 12-21) exceed- 
ingly defective. Dr. Hodge makes account the 
article (vs. 15, which Paul here uses with such significancy and 
precision. Dr. Hodge’s exposition the passage ought teach, and must 
teach, clear, blank universalism, that is, the final restoration all mankind, 
without exception, holiness and happiness. 

Chap. vii. 12-25 Dr. Hodge understands the converted man, and 
the converted man exclusively. But admits, what, indeed, every one 
sees glance, that the preceding verses from vi. are designed show 
that the doctrine justification faith does not lead sin, but holi- 
ness; man is, the law leads sin, and the gospel, and 
the gospel only, that does can, the present state things, lead 
holiness. If, then, the conclusion the apostle’s arguments this point 
(vs. 7-25) applies exclusively the converted man under the gospel, 
and not all the unconverted man under the law, has not reversed 
his own argument, and shown conclusively that producing sanctifica- 
tion the gospel has advantage over the law that both law and gospel 
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here are equally Does not the very exigency the 
argument require that the subject not considered here 
unconverted, but under the law under the gospel; seeking, 
whether converted unconverted, become holy the law rather than 
the gospel? This brings everything its proper place, and makes the 
argument complete. matter fact true that every man must 
converted unconverted but abstraction often very important 
element carrying sound argument. 

are the whole gratified with the exposition that most brilliant 
and exhilarating chapter, the cighth, though some statements and 
cisms should take and substantially the same remark 
should make the exegesis the ninth chapter. 

the eleventh chapter Dr. Hodge does not tell distinctly what 
that the Jews fell from, nor what that they are restored to, 
That was not the opportunity individual salvation that they fell from 
perfectly plain, for, far this was concerned, they stood precisely 
the same ground that the Gentiles did, and actually quite many the 
Jews proportion the whole number were then converted and saved 
there was the Gentiles Acts xxi. 20; xi. 15; 94), 
What was it, then, that the Jews had lost, and which must restored 
them Nothing, unless was their pre-eminence the church God 
earth. what particular method their restoration will take place Paul 
does not say; the fact such restoration distinctly affirms. 

Our judgment this commentary is, the whole, very favorable, both 
its ability and great correctness. has decided merits well 
glaring and will well reward discriminating and diligent study. 

The great theological conflict, beginning with what generally called 
the New Haven controversy, wrong was some its incidents, has 
resulted great good. has led more careful definitions; has 
least partially dethroned the old dogmatists, whose word before was law; 
has made necessary closer and wider study dogmatic history and 
the original scriptures; and has increased mutual charity enlarging 
the basis investigation. The commentary Dr. Hodge, appears 
this edition, could not have been written Princeton twenty-five yeats 
ago. 


AND Brown 
The title this volume expresses the double purpose its author; 
namely, furnish biography Dr. Manning and history Rhode 
Island College under his presidency. Such work will read with 


Life, Times, and Correspondence James Manning, and the Early History 
Brown University. Reuben Aldridge Guild. Boston: Gould and 
coln. 1864. 
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delight the friends sound learning, and especially the Alumni 
Brown University; for common ascribes Dr. Manning emi- 
nent abilities well usefulness, and the college under his 
tion marked success. Moreover, the recent anniversaries 
the college and the Baptist church Warren, remind that memoir 
him who was the first president the one and the first pastor the 
other has not appeared too soon. Nearly three quarters century 
have elapsed since passed from earth. all Dr. Manning’s intimate 
associates, and his numerous pupils, not one now living aid 
personal recollections any endeavor suitable memo- 
rials his character and deeds.” also remembered, that the 
records necessary proper delineation his life were liable perish, 
as, indeed, many them had already perished. greater portion 
Dr. Manning’s papers,” says Mr. Guild, being loosely kept barrels, 
were, through sad mistake which good housewives sometimes make, 
unfortunately destroyed. These papers comprised, without doubt, private 
diaries, important narratives, records pertaining the church, the college, 
the association short, ample materials for his own history and 
the history his are therefore grateful the accomplished 
librarian Brown University for gathering the scattered leaves which 
remain, and careful study preparing for this goodly volume. 

But was wise unite the biography and the history one work? 
Would not the former have been more interesting and equally instructive, 
only such references the college had made were necessary 
adescription the labors and character Dr. Manning? And would 
not the latter have been more instructive and equally entertaining, 
had been given the public volume itself? Why attempt 
carry along two distinct threads narrative, and thus distract the 
attention? must weighty reasons which justify writer under- 
taking difficult task. they exist the present case? Dr. Man- 
ning, may said reply this question, was the head the college 
during his entire public life. For labored with great singleness 
purpose and persistency effort. For sundered, though with deep 
regret, the ties which bound the church Warren. For 
last resolved withdraw entirely from the pastoral work which loved. 
For wrote and journeyed and prayed. His letters bear witness 
his perpetual solicitude for its prosperity, his unwearied endeavors 
increase its usefulness. More than any other man the founder the 
college, was also more than any other man its life and soul for above 
affected its interests while lived, and the history its progress there- 
fore the history his enterprise and action. now added, that very 
little his childhood and youth, shall able see why biog- 
raphy Dr. Manning, occupied chiefly, must be, with his public life, 
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ought embrace tolerably full history Brown University during the 

period his connection with it; and shall hardly object the insertion 

such additional notices tke college are necessary complete view 

its position and growth under his 

But what shall said the numerous and sometimes elaborate 
other men, the teachers, associates, and pupils Dr. Manning, the 
large-hearted, munificent friends the college? not these sketches 
turn away the mind too often from the central figure, the great person- 
ality the work, and thus enfeeble the impression which his character 
ought make upon the reager? Though exceedingly valuable the 
student the past, and most all evidences careful 
research, they not mar the unity and simplicity the work, and thereby 
diminish its power for good the mass men? Must not feeling 
irritation disturb the reader, when the rapid narrative 
suddenly arrested sign inviting him learn below, smaller type, 
what the writer’s authority for the exact shade thought expressed 
the text; how far some previous historian has misrepresented 
particular and where Mr. above, was born, 
graduated, settled, honored, and last died? All these facts are 
tive certainly, and the intelligent reader would sorely perplexed, 
required specify any one them which ought omitted; but they 
not fill the book too full truth they not weaken the power one 
great example, placed distinctly broad day before the mind, calling 
attention lesser forms dintly revealed, the twilight? This may 
true for those who have morbid love excitement and morbid dread 
thinking who delight float the surface, grasping bubbles instead 
diving for pearls, and who read history biography for the same end 
and the same way they read the latest novel; but will not true 
for him who loves the paths knowledge and understands the price which 
must paid for it; who wishes tread firm ground the past and 


have its notable men and events set before him they really were; who 
believes history the record God’s providence well man’s 


imperfection, and would reverently study its lessons admonition, 
rebuke, and encouragement. For such man the subordinate sketches 
this volume will not only instructive but interesting. They will 
assist his imagination reproducing the scenes the past. Step step 
they will bear him back into the society other days, and cause him 
breathe the atmosphere which surrounded the first president Brown 
University. 

Let take, for instance, the single item dates affording aid the 
imagination. The observant reader will course struck with the 
description Dr. Manning himself. His person was graceful and his 
countenance remarkably expressive sensibility, dignity, and cheerfulness; 
his manners were polite without affectation, his colloquial powers versatile, 
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his disposition amiable, and his voice instrument extraordinary com- 
pass and melody. Moreover, was distinguished for sterling good sense, 
for superior learning, and for genuine piety. But the fact will also 
noted that was twenty-six years age when the college was founded. 
Who then were the men whom looked for counsel, sympathy, and 
support his difficult Were they persons his own age 
much further advanced they young, vigorous, hopeful, and 
perhaps rash; were they ripe years, mature experience, wise 
council, but slow action? Let look group, the assis- 
tance these auxiliary notices. the reflective reader passes 
will observe that Smith and Moses Brown were the same age 
Manning; that Samuel was one year older, John Brown two 
years older, Samuel Jones three, Joseph Brown five, and Nicholas Brown 
manhood, from twenty-six thirty-five years age, forming inner 
circle, may supposed, around their accomplished leader, understand- 
ing his views, sharing his hopes, kindled his enthusiasm, and ready 
push forward noble enterprise successful issue. Other groups, 
composed men, will also gradually array themselves before thé 
reader’s mind, as, turning his eye ever and anon the bottom the page, 
takes glance the cardinal events their history, and assigns 
them their appropriate places the mental picture which his imagination 
not say that the reader will prefer thus group the 
friends Manning and Brown University. may choose classify 
them means their local, professional, ecclesiastical status. But 
say that the numerous biographies miniature, which characterize 
this volume, will inestimable service him reproducing the scenes 
and comprehending the spirit that age; and have sought illus- 
trate this statement showing how even dates birth and death, the 
driest perhaps all facts, may assist the imagination giving men 
their true place the historical canvas. Indeed, becoming every 
day more and more evident that one can trustworthy historian 
without having penetrated the mystery dates and numbers. 

But stiil further. Whoever would excel this department literature 
must have well nigh religious veneration for original manuscripts 
all the primary sources historical knowledge. that nothing 
too minute for his patient scrutiny, will gather the stray leaves and 
broken sentences the past, and transform them into well-ordered 
narration; for the common-place history will clothed with fresh 
interest writer who has explored its by-ways and hidden retreats, 
finding the latter many record with which correct, adorn, and 
enrich the former. Mr. Guild has given this sort proof that was 
inwardly called prepare the work which has occasioned these 
were surprised well delighted find this volume 
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large collection Dr. Manning’s letters. all authentic 
pressions his character. They also indicate the nature and extent 
his labors, especially for the college. Moreover, they are voice from the 
times which lived, touching freely and with Christian spirit the 
great questions which filled the thoughts his contemporaries. They 
take through the period the American Revolution, and enable 
breathe again the atmosphere freedom heroic conflict with power, 
They reveal the heartiness and unanimity with which the Baptists this 
embraced the cause the colonists, though deeming themselves 
oppressed affairs the standing order. And they call outa 
less interesting testimony the fact that their brethren the old 
country approved their struggle for civif for letter Dr, 
Manning, written soon after the return peace, the Rev. John Rippon 
London speaks “the late bloody and unrighteons war,” adding this 
remark believe all our Baptist ministers town, except two, and 
most the country, were the side the Americans 
the late dispute sign and pledge (may not hope the posi- 
tion which will held far greater portion honest men the 
same land, should the course its government and nobility our present 
difficulties bring on, some future day, another conflict with her power. 
was our purpose have spoken length some the lessons 
taught this volume but circumstances beyond our control have ren- 
dered impossible. The work Mr. Guild is, however, believe too 
and entertaining escape the notice those who wish 
understand the important period which treats, the growth flourish- 
ing university the character distinguished educator, patriot, and 


Christian. 


The following aré the contents the present edition: Preface 
Prof. Porter; Index Classified Selection Pictorial Illustrations; 
Editor’s Preface the Revised Edition 1847; Author’s Preface the 
Edition 1828; Memoir Noah Webster, Chauncey Goodrich, 
LL.D.; Brief History the English Language, James Hadley, M.A, 
Professor the Greek Language and Literature Yale College; Key 
the Principles Pronunciation, with Explanations the 


American Dictionary the English Language. Noah Webster, 
LL.D. Thoroughly revised and greatly enlarged and improved, Chauncey 
Goodrich, D.D., LL.D., late Professor Rhetoric and Oratory, and also 
Professor the Pastoral Charge, Yale College, and Noah Porter, D.D., 
Clark Professor Moral Philosophy and Yale College. 
pp. 1768. Springfield, Mass.: and Bell and Daldy. 
1864. 
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Orthography Abbreviations and Explanations; The Dictionary 
proper; Explanatory and Pronouncing Vocabulary the Names noted 
Fictitious Persons and Places, including also Familiar Pseudonyms, 
names bestowed upon Eminent Men, and such analogous popular Appella- 
tions are often referred Literature and Conversation, William 
Wheeler, Pronouncing Vocabulary Scripture Proper Names; 
Pronouncing Vocabulary Greek and Latin Proper Names Etymological 
Vocabulary Modern Geographical Names; Pronouncing Vocabularies 
Modern Geographical and Biographical Names; Pronouncing Vocab- 
ulary Common English Christian Names, with their Derivation, Signifi- 
cation, Quotations, Words, Phrases, Proverbs, from the Greek, the 
Latin, and Modern Foreign Languages; Abbreviations and Contractions 
used Writing and Classified Selection Pictorial 
tions. 

The reader will see glance, that this new edition Webster’s 
Dictionary contains much new matter; some things which were never 
before published any form. The volume stands monument the 
fact, that great work the product any one mind. speak 
Webster’s Dictionary, Webster’s Definitions etc.; but what .to 
him often the result severe and protracted labor expended upon his 
principles his successors. Prof. Hadley’s Brief History,” and 
Mr. Wheeler’s Vocabulary are original and highly valuable contributions 
the present volume. The List words spelled two more ways” 
very convenient and useful, and one objection heretofore made 
against Webster’s orthography. The Pictorial Illustrations are neat and 
exact. Dr. Mahn Berlin has revised the Etymologies Webster, and 
has evinced this revision rare learning, judgment, and skill. The ety- 
mological researches this eminent foreigner, and the scholarship well 
tact evinced Professors Whitney, Gilman, Dana, and others the 
definitions the present volume add immense value it. com- 
paring the definitions the present work with those given Johnson, 
Perry, Walker, and Richardson, one sees the great advance made Eng- 
lish philology. The vocabulary this volume contains more than one 
hundred and fourteen thousand words about ten thousand more than are 
found any previous Dictionary. the same time, the Revisers have 
been actuated desire swell the list the greatest possible number. 
Words which were the offspring the individual conceit whimsical 
and lawless writer, which did not conform the analogies the langauge, 
and which were never accepted approved good writers their own 
generation have not been admitted.” Self-explaining 
compounds have been designedly omitted hundreds, not thousands: 
while care has been expended introduce and explain those which need 
defined” (Preface, vii). well remember the day when our 
dictionaries boasted that they contained forty-three thousand,” 
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“about seventy thousand words,” and even ‘then quoted the old 
stanza which was written when the number recognized terms was much 
smaller: 
Let foreign nations their language boast, 
What fine variety each tongue affords 
our language, our men and coast, 
Who cannot dress well want wit, not words.” 


Thomas Fuller says that Queen Elizabeth begun her speech Cam. 
bridge with the words: “Et foeminilis iste meus pudor, elegantly 
making the word and well she might mint one new word, who 
did refine much gold and Moneta suum valorem redacta,” 
was part herepitaph]. the other hand, reported that Marcellus 
said Tiberius You, have power make man deni- 
zen Rome, but not make word denizen the Roman language.” 
The tendency the present age confer upon almost any writer the 
authority for coining new terms. think that when word has 
better authority than that Dickens, Thackeray, 
should not admitted into English lexicon, unless under some form 
terms are not current use. may this with safety, provided 
will note the distinction between the language books and that private 
intercourse between the established and the recent, the usual and the rare, 
the respectable and the vulgar, the dignified and the playful, the general and 
the the obsolescent, and the present. are pleased 
see that Webster does this could wish that had donc oftener. 
Mr. Gilbert Wakefield states that collected from Milton five hundred 
solid and nervous words” not found Johnson’s Dictionary. More 
than thousand words are found Shakspeare, which are not 
lexicon designate all such terms are not sanctioned modern use, 
the lexicon, for example, appends the word 
will the purity our language preserved. The first three books 
Queen were publishgd 1590; but without the glossary 
appended them would now difficult understand. Yet they were 
published only twenty-one years before our present version the Bible. 
Thomas died 1679; yet Sir James Mackintosh says him: 
Two centuries have not superannuated more than dozen his words.” 
preacher the gospel needs all the helps which can find for keeping 
the purity his style, and avoiding the archaisms well novelties 

not the first whom the new tried, 
Nor yet the last lay the old aside.” 


not intend, this brief notice, enter into criticism 
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Webster’s Dictionary. more fitting grateful than 
Our opinion is, that his definitions have been frequently under- 
valued, and the objections against the encyclopaediac form his work 
have been overstated. often, indeed, quite difficult say how far 
should proceed explaining terms, and where should 
draw the line between dictionary and encyclopaedia. may aim 
precision, and fail the requisite fulness, may aim fulness 
and fail the requisite precision. Webster’s definitions, when not full, 
are unusually accurate, and when not precise, are unusually plain. Often, 
had been more exhaustive than is, would have merged his 
lexicon into encyclopaedia, and had been less exact than is, 
would have become and enigmatical. had intended 
notice length some his definitions illustrating this rather remarkable 
fact. will content ourselves with single taken 
from the words Discover, Invent, Contrive. Webster’s third definition 
Discover, is: obtain, for the first time, sight knowledge of; 
athing existing already, but not perceived known.” Now, first, 
man may said discover what had not previously 
during certain period, although had often been seen him before 
that period, the voyager discovers the island which his home, but 
from which has been absent for weeks months years. Secondly, 
aman may said discover what himself had never seen before, 
had often been seen others; immigrant America 
the first board the ship discover the Western Continent. Thirdly, 
man may said discover what one his class nation had 
previously seen, although had been seen men other classes 
nations; Columbus was the first Spaniard who discovered 
and the Northmen were the first Europeans who discovered it, but Amer- 
ica had been seen and known men other tribes. Fourthly, man 
may said discover what had never been seen known before 
any his race. one sense planet discovered two three 
astronomers, each whom supposes that was never previously seen; 
but when ascertained that one these astronomers detected the planet 
day, hour before was detected the other claimants, 
said have discovered it; gains the honor being the discoverer. 
Still Webster’s general definition remains good discover obtain 
for the first time sight knowledge, thing existing already, but not 
perceived known.” 

says further: “We invent forming combinations which are 
either entirely new, which attain their end unknown before.” 
Now not hesitate say man invents machine, when 
discovers, without the help others, such mode combining means for 
end was entirely new although the same kind machine had 
been known and used other men before was born. Nothing more 
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common the Patent Office, than reject real invention because the 
same invention had been patented many years before. true 
may hasten have his invention recognized, lest other true 
anticipate From the fact that their separate state 
certain man, without any suggestion from others, infers the 
mode attaining end certain combinations these means: 
man the method, although may afterwards ascertain that the 
method was not and not all, new other men. 
the general term: Invent one specific term, and denotes the 
Contrive another specific term, and denotes the discovery certain 
combinations means for attaining anend. Contrive differs from 
the fonner has prominent reference the combinations, the latter 
the making the combinations; Contrive and Invent are distin- 
guished from Discover, the two former refer only change, some- 
thing done, but the latter refers that which remains after the 
discovery just was before. Thus discovered planet which 
continued just was; Galileo invented the telescope, which was 
thing made new combinations means; Gauss contrived the means 
communicating intelligence the fluid. Still general 
definition Invent remains good: invent ecrtain combinations 
means, which are new [to the inventor the race], 
which attain their end means unknown before [by the inventor 
the race].” 

not intend assert, that the above-named definitions Webster 
are good they might be, that all his are 
fection cannot expected any work, least all, perhaps, English 
dictionary. For example, speak God and 
mean that not dependent for any excellence, for any part 
his bliss, any other being any other thing. But Webster gives 
nothing more than the following definition this adjective, which 
frequently used express attribute God: full confidence 
one’s own strength, hence, haughty, over 
ciency God, yet find only the following definition the 
noun overwcening opinion one’s own strength 
excessive confidence our own competence sufficiency.” 
Ridgely says (Vol. 127): his [God’s] that whereby 
God infinite perfection; his all-suficiency that whercby able 
make them capable This distinction well recognized, 
and has been long current, that certainly should noticed 
English lexicon. 
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While pay our debt admiring gratitude the Editor this vol- 
ume, and his learned coadjutors, must also express our thankful 
appreciation the service which the Publishers .of the volume have 
rendered our country. They have withheld expense and toil from 
the vigorous prosecution this noble work, and trust that their enter- 
prise will rewarded some fair proportion its merits. English 
scholar can dispense with this work. 


The object this full volume 626 pages show that the principle 
may applied more widely than usually done both 
ground belief and help faith the evidences and doctrines natural 
and revealed religion. written modest and excellent spirit, and 
includes wide field inquiry. 

Archbishop King, and after him Dr. Copleston and Archbishop Whately, 
define analogy resemblance relations ratios,’ that there may 
analogy between things that have direct resemblance Be- 
tween the seed and the plant, the egg and the bird, there resemblance 
‘relations,’ although external likeness. sweet taste gratifies the 
palate,” says Dr. Whately, does sweet sound gratify the ear, and hence 
the same word sweet’ applied both, though flavor can resemble 
sound itself” This limitation Dr. Buchanan thinks too narrow. While 
true certain extent, omits the use which make analogy 
connection with concrete objects and substantive realities. liable also, 
thinks, the objection that founded comparatively small part 
human knowledge, viz. the sciences number and quantity. Without 
attempting logical definition, the author this volume seems apply the 
term all cases where resemblance exists. 

showing how analogy differs from metaphor, the author proceeds 
indicate its ground nature and man, its influence thought and 
guage, its uses for illustration, for classification and -arrangement, for sug- 
gestion and discovery, and argument and proof, and then endeavors 
point out the limits and peculiar claim this mode reasoning. 

Part the volume taken with exhibition the sources 
Analogy Matters Faith. The subjects here discussed are Analogy 
respect the Laws and Conditions Thought respect the Manifes- 
tation Truth; respect the Extent and Limits Knowledge; 
respect Thought and Language; respect Evidences between the 
volumes Nature and Revelation between the Interpretation Nature 
and Scripture between Human and Divine between Secular 
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and Religious Education between little Child and Christian Disciple; 
between Natural and Revealed Laws; between Human and Divine 
tions; between Scripture and Experience between the Constituent Traths 
Revelation between Type and Antitype; and between the Old and New 
Testaments. The bare mention these various topics shows something 
the extent and order the discussion. 

The and part the volume devoted Analogy applied 
modern Religious Questions. These the Natural Proofs Theism 
the Point view Deism; the Claims Rationalism Spirituralism 
Religion Religious Liberalism Belief Mysteries the Relation between 
Reason and Faith; the Question Authority Religion; the Rival 
Rules Faith; the Correction Socinian Errors. 

have thus particularly enumerated the contents the book, 
der that its scope and purpose may understood. written with 
cient learning, with high Christian purpose, and abounds good thoughts, 
not remarkable for precision and accuracy, nor one 
those fresh and original productions whose vital force insures their perma- 
Nevertheless, will good service the cause religion and 


AND THE RACES THEIR RELATION 


This volume affords good illustration the intellectual activity which 
prevails the German universities. Professor Hupfeld assigns the fol- 
lowing among other reasons for the superior intellectual life these insti- 
tutions: First, each university governed the main its professors. 
They form close corporation, fill their own vacancies, and thus decide 
the character the university. that the government the state 
has veto upon the action the Academical Senate, but the nominations 
the are generally sanctioned government, and the univer- 
sities cannot easily made the tame servitors the civil power. Ina 
good degree they have maintained independence the state their 
scientific teachings. The professors have, course, personal interest 
the appointment such teachers shall honor the university and make 
attractive students from foreign lands. Instances favoritism and 
nepotism the selection teachers are comparatively rare. Secondly, the 
professors appoint the chairs instruction such men have accom- 
plished something the literary scientific world. France professor 
must examined before allowed enter the Board Instruction 


und Indogermanen ihrer Bezichung Religion und Wissen- 
schaft. Eine des Christenthums, vom Standpuncte der Volker psy- 
Von Rudolf Grau, Lic. Repetent und Privat docent 
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but Germany must publish book, otherwise give evidence 

his power originate well receive ideas. Thus the promising 

scholars who aspire connect themselves with the Board Instruction 

are stimulated intellectual effort. large part German 

books are written young men who are candidates for univer- 

sity. Thirdly, the professors receive limited salary from the government, 

but also receive fees from their pupils, and are thus incited their pecu- 

niary, well other interests make their lectures valuable well 

attractive. Fourthly, before man elected professorship em- 

ployed private repetent the university, and this office 

receives salary from the government, but depends for his support 

entirely the fees his hearers. new stimulus activity. 

attendance upon the lectures the university optional, private teacher 

repetent may attract larger number auditors than are attracted 

regular professor. The professor thus constantly spurred exertion, 

the fear that the lectures the young candidate will supersede his own. 

this manner delivered from the temptations indolence. has 

the conviction that unless remain wakeful and keep himself abreast 
his age, his will empty, and his former hearers will found 

the fect the youthful repetent. The repetent not entitled 

vote the senate the professors, but the lecture-room may have 

much authority and power his character will give him, and may here 

surpass the most venerable the professors. 

This rivalry between the young and the old instructors, affecting 

does their pecuniary condition well their literary fame, gives 

the German universitylife, which unknown this country. 

Often the rivals are bosom friends, and scorn perform any act which 
not honorable and kindly. Often, course, not so. The youthful 

teachers are tempted originate new theories, and attract attention 
dazzling literature, rather than real wisdom. Still there activity, 
even where sound judgment sacrificed parade learning. The 

evils are incident system which keeps vigilant spirit among the 

professors. 

Fifthly, the repetents prove themselves well qualified for the 
work teaching, they are nominated the professorial senate, first, 
the office Professor Extraordinarius, and they are successful this 
office, they are nominated the station Professor Ordinarius, each 
successive post bringing increased emolument. The Rectorship the 
university still another prize held out before the Professor Ordinarius, 
whose entire life, indeed, filled with incentives fresh activity. 
The author the volume before one those young men, who, 
within few years, have entered their career authorship. Although 
still remains repetent Marburg, enjoys high promise dis- 
tinction this some other university. The present volume will open 
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him the path preferment. Already has attracted his lecture. 
room larger number students than listen some the eminent and 
highly meritorious professors Marburg, and the animated style 
volume affords clear proof that skilled imparting truth, well 
into his own mind. many and rich fruits 
yet received from his study. tendencies are toward the high 
orthodoxy the German Lutheran church, and close sympathy 
with such divines Vilmar, Hengstenberg, and Phillippi. 

Stated brief, the design this volume elucidate the difference 
between the Shemitic and the Indo-Germanic races, and thence derive 
clear view the difference between the Christian system, which She- 
mitic, and the systems mere science, naturalism, paganism, which 
are Indo-Germanic. The design the volume thus oppose the 
fundamental principles Renan and Strauss, and form energetic 
apology for Christianity. 


Messrs. Sheldon and Company, New York, have published, two vol- 
umes, Explanatory Lectures the Heidelberg Catechism,” George 
These Lectures grew out requirement the Dutch 
Reformed church this country that the pastor should through the 
exposition the Catechism once four years, giving the congregation 
the Sabbath view the doctrines taught Lectures 

here published. The number would have been extended about fifty 
had the author lived complete the work. The subjects presented are 
the most important the science, and they are treated 
popular manner, the pure and finished style for which the author was 
distinguished. The volumes contain valuable exposition the leading 
doctrines the Bible; and most the views presented will meet witha 
hearty few instances there ground for objection. 

The beauty and richness these Lectures will remind the reader 

Leighton (12mo. 1864). 


President Woolsey Yale College has prepared second and much 
improved edition his Introduction the Study International Law.” 
The subject neutral and belligerent rights has assumed new importance 
this country since the first appeared, and now fully and thor- 
oughly treated. the work discusses the most important and intricate 
questions state polity, presents them manner attractive and clear, 
even those who have not given special attention the subject. 

England and France persons are educated expressly for diplomatic 
while this country political prominence generally the imme- 
diate cause diplomatic appointments. meet this defect our own 
course education this work eminently adapted, its clearness, vigor 
thought and admirable arrangement. And especially when are 
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the midst gigantic war, and are liable foreign intervention, 
becomes study the issues that may presented, and ready 
decide with fairness the intricate questions which are daily presented us. 
Every one who Wishes able form his own mind opinion 
these great questions, and settle them for himself, will find this inval- 
uable prosecuting such will also found valuable 
text book our Colleges. pp. New York: Charles Scrib- 
ner. 1864). 


legal the expansion the law the ancients meet our broader 
views justice. 

The author presents the progress law, from the rude decisions the 
earlier kings Rome the clearer dicta the Twelve Tables,” until, 
the gradual infusion Greek skiil and learning, useless ceremonies were 
discarded, and the law approached its present form under the Justinian 
Code. explains the gradual development the principles equity, 
means “legal and until has reached its present: 
high position English and jurisprudence. shows the 
great debt owe the past for the persistent efforts the men earlier 
times the standard legal practice. 

Quite large portion the book devoted the-origin and progress 
certain departments modern law; for instance, the chapter con- 
veyancing will serve elucidate what must seem many, mere forms 
which the legal practitioner constitutionally wedded. The work 
throughout shows great research and ingenuity. Mr. Mainc has filled 
gap our literature which has long remained vacant. all, not 
jurists merely, but students who wish understand the growth con- 
stitutional government, which founded liberal rendering equity, 
can commend this book. (8vo. pp. 400. New York: Charles 
Scribner. 1864.) 


IIebrew Lessons Reading and Writing Hebrew. 
William Green, Professor the Theological Seminary 
Princeton, pp. 261. New York: John Wiley, 535 Broad- 
way. volume accurately printed; the selections, well 
elementary forms for the exercise the pupil passages for reading 
from both the prose and poetry the Old Testament, are judicious, and 
varied and extended; and the notes are accurate and valuable. 
Immediately following the vocabulary classification nouns accord- 
ing the character their ultimate which have long 
believed the true principle, not, indeed, for philosophical discussion 
the forms nouns their relation other and the roots from 
which they spring, but for the student’s aid the part his 


